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THE  ADDRESS 


—  OF    THE — 


LIBERAL  LEADER 


TO  THE  FREE  AND  INDEPENDENT  ELECTORS  OF 
WEST  DURHAM  ; 

Gentlemen, 

The  Government,  which  but  a  brief  space  since  was  craving  a 
longer  trial  before  judgment,  has  prematurely  dissolved  Parliament, 
and  precipitated  a  general  election. 

For  what  reason  ?     Because  it  felt  that  it  would  be  weaker  next 

year  than  it  is  to-day,  and  that  its  only  chance  of  victory  lay  in  a 

surprise  !     But  it  has  not  ventured  to  appeal  to  the  constituency  of 

1878. 

XT  HAS  PACKED  THE  JURY. 

By  an  iniquitous  measure  it  has  concentrated  in  a  few  districts 
large  numbers  of  Liberal  voters,  in  order  to  weaken  the  effective 
Reform  strength  in  many  ridings,  to  impair  the  prospects  of  election 
of  leading  Liberals,  and,  if  possible,  to  turn  a  minority  of  the  people 
into  a  majority  in  Parliament. 

For  these  purposes  it  has  disregarded  the  county  bounds,  dis- 
turbed the  electoral  districts,  and  violated  long-standing  associations 
of  friendship,  business,  and  convenience  throughout  the  greater  part 
of  Ontario. 

But  even  this  was  not  enough. 

Repealing  the  law  which  makes  sheriffs  and  registrars  ihe  return- 
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ing-officers,  it  has  taken  power  to  appoint  where  it  pleases  its  own 
nominees  to  do  its  work,  and  to  re-enact  the  scenes  of  ten  years  ago 
when  men  defeated  at  the  polls  in  Muskoka  and  West  Peterboro'  were 
made  into  members  of  Parliament  by  the  will  of  these  officials. 

Such  acts  are  subversive  of  those  principles  of  justice,  equality 
and  fair  play  on  which  our  constitution  rests,  and  which  give  a  moral 
sanction  to  the  laws. 

They  show  that  Government,  notwithstanding  all  its  boasts,  feels 
itself  beaten  in  a  fair  fight,  and  so  attempts  foul  play. 

We  are  appealing  to  all  good  men,  without  distinction  of  party 
to  rebuke  this  gross  abuse  of  power,  and  to  show  its  authors  that 
though  they  may  exchange  townships  and  cut  up  counties  as  they  like, 
the  votes  of  the  electors  on  whom  they  count  cannot  be  transferred  to 
the  supporters  of  iniquities  like  these. 

W  e  are  calling  not  only  for  an  enthusiastic,  vigorous  and  organ- 
ized effort  on  the  part  of  Reformers,  but  also  for  the  support  of  many, 
heretofore  indifferent  or  hostile,  who  will  yet  decline  to  become  accom- 
plices in  this  transaction.  And  our  call  is  answered  !  Such  a  spirit 
has  been  aroused  among  the  people  at  large  as  I  have  not  seen  before — 
such  a  spirit  as  warrants  the  belief  that  the  attempt  will  fail  of  its 
base  purpose,  and  will  recoil  with  just  severity  on  the  heads  of  the 
■concocters  and  supporters  of  the  plot ! 

BROKEN  PLEDGES  AND  ADDED  BURDENS. 

On  what  do  the  Government  ask  a  renewal  of  your  confidence  f 

On  a  record  of  broken  pledges  and  of  added  burdens. 

They  promised  that  they  would  not  increase  the  rate  of  taxation  ; 
they  have  enormously  increased  it. 

They  denounced  the  former  scale  of  expenditure  ;  they  have 
largely  raised  it. 

They  declaimed  against  the  additions  which  were  made  to  the 
public  charge  in  order  to  carry  out  a  policy  and  engagements  settled 
under  their  own  former  rule,  and  left  by  them  as  legacies  to  their 
successors  in  1873  ;  they  have  greatly  added  to  that  charge,  and  have, 
as  far  as  in  them  lay,  ensured  the  recurrence  of  a  period  of  severe 
financial  difficulty  and  distress. 

They  boast  of  an  increased  revenue  ;  due,  so  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned, to  increased  taxation  only. 


They  boast  of  an  enlarged  prosperity  ;  due  not  to  them,  but  to  the 
general  revival  of  trade  throughout  the  world,  to  large  products  at  home, 
and  high  prices  abroad. 

THIS  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  CONTRACT. 

They  pride  themselves  on  their  Pacific  Railway  contract.  I  con- 
demn that  bargain  as  improper,  being  made  in  secret,  without  public 
tender,  contrary  to  the  existing  policy  of  the  people  and  of  Parliament, 
and  opposed  to  the  provisions  of  the  law.  I  condemn  it  as  extravagant 
since  the  enterprise  will  cost  us  sixty  million  dollars  and  twenty-five 
million  acres  of  the  choicest  lands,  while  the  road  is  to  belong  to  the 
company  which  will  realize  the  cost  of  its  part  of  the  work  out  of  its 
land  and  money  subsidies. 

I  condemn  it  as  outrageous,  in  conferring  on  the  company  a  prac- 
tical monopoly,  for  twenty  years,  of  the  trade  of  our  North- West  Ter. 
ritories,  and  large  privileges  and  exemptions  very  valuable  to  them  and 
still  more  detrimental  to  the  public. 

I  condemn  it  as  indefensible,  being  consummated  in  the  face  of  a 
tender  to  perform  the  same  obligations  for  three  million  dollars  less 
money,  for  three  million  acres  less  land,  without  the  monopoly  of  trade 
without  the  exemptions  from  taxation,  and  on  other  conditions  much 
more  favorable  than  those  of  the  contract. 

I  condemn  it  as  premature,  since  the  true  policy  was  to  provide  for 
the  rapid  completion  of  the  line  from  Thunder  Bay  and  for  the  im- 
mediate construction  of  railways  through  the  prairie,  and  by  securing  the 
early  development  and  settlement  of  the  North- West  to  give  value  to 
our  lands  and  a  traffic  for  the  road  before  contracting  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  eastern  and  western  ends. 

The  progress  of  the  North-West  is  due  to  the  work  we  did  and 
proposed  to  do. 

The  difficulties  and  drawbacks  which  exist — very  serious  now  and 
far  more  serious  in  the  future — are  due  to  the  obnoxious  terms  of  the 
contract. 

One  short  year  has  vindicated  our  policy  !  Who  can  doubt  that, 
had  it  been  adopted,  we  could  to-day  make  a  bargain  for  the  undertak- 
ing infinitely  better  than  that  to  which  we  are  now  committed  ?  The 
Government  and  Parliament  declined  to  give  you  an  opportunity  of 
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deciding  on  the  question.  We  have  now  to  ask  the  popular  judgment 
on  the  men  who  refused  that  opportunity  and  consummated  that  con- 
tract. 

THE  TRADE  QUESTION. 

You  know  well  that  I  do  not  approve  of  needless  restrictions  on 

our  liberty  of  exchanging  what  we  have  for  what  we  want,  and  do  not 

see  that  any  substantial  application  of  the  restrictive  principle  has  been 

» 
or  can  be,  made  in  favor  of  the  great  interests  of  the  mechanic,  the 

laborer,  the  farmer,  the  lumberman,  the  ship-builder,  or  the  fisherman. 
But  you  know  also  that  I  have  fully  recognized  the  fact  that  we  are 
obliged  to  raise  yearly  a  great  gum,  made  greater  by  the  obligations 
imposed  on  us  by  this  Government  ;  and  that  we  must  continue  to 
provide  this  yearly  sum  mainly  by  import  duties,  laid  to  a  great  ex 
tent  on  goods  similar  to  those  which  can  be  manufactured  here  ;  and 
that  it  results  as  a  necessary  incident  of  our  settled  fiscal  system  that 
there  must  be  a  large,  and,  as  I  believe,  in  the  view  of  moderate  pro- 
tectionists, an  ample  advantage  to  the  home  manufacturer. 

Our  adversaries  wish  to  present  to  you  an  issue  as  between  the 
present  tariff  and  absolute  free  trade. 

That  is  not  the  true  issue. 

Free  trade  is,  as  I  have  repeatedly  explained;  for  us  impossible  ; 
and  the  issue  is  whether  the  present  tariff  is  perfect,  or  defective  and 
unjust. 

I  believe  it  to  be  in  some  important  respects  defective  and  unjust 

We  expressed  our  views  last  session  in  four  motions,  which  de- 
clare that  articles  of  such  prime  necessity  as  fuel  and  breadstuffs 
should  be  free  ;  that  the  sugar  duties  should  be  so  adjusted  as  to 
relieve  the  consumer  from  some  part  of  the  enormous  extra  price  he 
s  now  liable  to  pay  to  a  few  refiners ;  that  the  exorbitant  and  un- 
equal duties  on  the  lower  grades  of  cottons  and  woollens  should  be  so 
changed  as  to  make  them  fairer  to  the  masses,  who  now  pay  on  the 
cheapest  goods  taxes  about  twice  as  great  in  proportion  as  those  which 
the  rich  pay  on  the  finest  goods  ;  and  that  the  duties  on  such  materials 
as  iron,  which  is  in  universal  use,  should  be  reduced,  so  as  to  enable 
the  home  manufacturer,  to  whom  it  is  a  raw  material,  to  produce  a 
cheaper  article  for  the  benefit  of  his  home  consumer  and  the  en- 
couragement of  his  foreign  trade. 
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I  believe  that  by  changes  of  the  character  I  hare  indicated  mono- 
poly and  extravagant  prices  would  be  checked,  a  greater  measure  of 
fair  play  and  justice  to  all  classes  would  be  secured,  and  the  burden 
of  taxation  would  be  better  adjusted  to  the  capacity  of  the  people  who 
are  to  pay.  Depend  upon  it,  a  day  will  come  when  by  sharp  and 
bitter  experience  we  shall  learn  the  truth  ;  and  many  who  even  now 
applaud  will  then  condemn  these  particular  incidents  of  the  tariff. 

But  I  believe  that  our  brief  experience  has  already  convinced  many 
former  supporters  of  the  need  of  amendment,  and  that  a  majority  of 
the  intelligent  electors  are  in  favor  of  such  modifications  in  the  direc- 
tion I  have  pointed  out  as  may  be  made  with  a  due  regard  to  the  legiti- 
mate interests  of  all  concerned. 

THE  NORTH-WEST  LAND  POLICY. 

I  challenge  the  North- West  land  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
has  in  various  forms  given  facilities  for  speculation,  whereby  great  areas 
of  the  choicest  lands  are  falling  into  the  hands  of  middlemen,  who  will 
hold  them  till  they  exact  from  the  immigrant  large  profits,  thus  at  once 
retarding  the  development  of  the  country  and  lessening  the  prosperity 
of  the  settler. 

Our  motto  is,  "The  land  for  the  settler  ;  the  price  for  the 

public." 

CIVIL  SERVICE  REFORM. 

The  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  shows  that  the  existing, 
system  has  resulted  in  bad  appointments,  extravagant  salaries,  the  re- 
tention of  unfit  officers,  the  discouragement  of  many  deserving  men, 
and  great  injury  to  the  public.  It  shows  that  the  true  remedy  is  the 
abolition  of  political  patronage,  the  substitution  of  appointments  by 
merit,  and  the  reorganization  of  the  system. 

Agreeing  in  the  main  with  these  views,  I  believe  that  the  new  Act 
which  proceeds  on  other  lines,  will  not  remedy  the  admitted  evils. 

Provision  is  needed  to  prevent  improper  practices  in  connection 
with  tenders  and  contracts  for  public  works  ;  but  the  Government  has 
thwarted  such  legislation. 

Those  who  have  not  forgotten  the  events  of  1872  will  know  the 

reason  why. 

PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS, 

Our  provincial  rights  are  amongst  the  chief  jewels  of  our  constitu- 
tion ;  and  on  their  preservation  rest  the  prosperity  and  the  permanence 
of  the  Confederation. 
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Of  these  the  most  valuable — that  indeed  on  which  all  else  depend* 
— is  the  right  of  effective  local  legislation  on  local  affairs. 

This  right  has  been  grievously  infringed  by  the  disallowance  of 
the  Streams  Act,  which  dealt  with  a  subject  purely  local,  and  in  no 
wise  conflicted  with  Dominion  interests. 

Its  disallowance,  on  the  ground  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Federal 
Cabinet  it  was  not  a  proper  Act,  creates  a  dangerous  precedent,  and 
asserts  a  power  destructive  of  the  autonomy  of  the  Provinces. 

The  majority  of  the  late  Parliament  sanctioned,  while  we  de- 
nounced, that  disallowance. 

It  is  now  for  the  people  to  decide  whether  they  will  abandon  or 
regain  their  threatened  liberties. 

THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

The  respective  Governments  some  years  ago  submitted  the 
boundary  question  to  the  judgment  of  a  commission  of  eminent, 
able,  and  impartial  men.  The  fact  was  communicated  to  and  discussed 
in  Parliament,  and  although  several  sessions  elapsed  no  adverse 
motion  was  proposed.  On  the  contrary,  Parliament  without  dissent 
voted  the  moneys  necessary  to  carry  on  the  reference,  and  thus  adopted 
the  policy. 

It  was  the  received  opinion  that  the  natural,  reasonable  and  cus- 
tomary mode  of  settling  an  international  question  by  arbitration  would 
not  be  thereafter  questioned. 

The  award  was  made  in  1878  ;  the  present  Government  in  1879 
declined  to  state  its  policy  on  the  question  ;  in  1880  it  promoted  the 
appointment  of  a  partisan  Committee  of  Inquiry  ;  in  1881  it  brought 
Manitoba  into  the  controversy  by  its  mode  of  enlarging  her  eastern 
limits  ;  then  it  announced  the  opinion  that  Ontario  did  not  comprise 
even  her  old  settlements  in  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  William  ;  and 
at  length,  in  1882,  it  took  courage  to  declare  to  Parliament  that  the 
award  should  be  disregarded  in  order  to  a  struggle  to  contract,  if  pos- 
sible, within  those  narrow  bounds  the  limits  of  our  Province. 

The  majority  in  the  late  Parliament  has  sanctioned,  while  we 
have  condemned  this  action.  It  is  for  the  people  to  decide  whether 
the  reference  and  award  shall  be  repudiated  or  respected. 


REFORM  OF  THE  SENATE. 

The  Senate  is  constituted  on  the  principle  of  appointment  for  life 
by  the  Administration  of  the  day,  thus  creating  a  legislative  body 
responsible  to  no  one,  without  provision  to  secure  effective  Federal 
representation,  or  the  necessary  degree  of  harmony  between  the  two 
Chambers. 

I  think  this  plan  defective,  and  out  of  keeping  with  the  true  prin- 
ciples of  popular  government  as  at  this  time  developed. 

I  do  not  propose  that  the  Provinces  should  be  deprived  of  the 
right,  which  many  value,  of  Federal  representation  in  the  present  pro- 
portions, in  a  second  chamber  ;  but  I  would  advocate  the  reduction  of 
its  numbers,  and  the  election  by  the  people  of  its  members.  Our  own 
experience  in  Old  Canada  gives  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  this  plan. 

.     THE  TRUE  NATIONAL  POLICY. 

I  am  in  favor  of  a  true  national  policy  and  of  every  measure  tend- 
ing to  the  real  progress  of  our  country  and  the  fulfilment  of  its  great 
destiny. 

The  other  day  I  gave  my  heart  and  voice  for  the  assertion  of  our 
right,  as  members  of  the  Empire,  to  express  our  views  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland,  a  truly  Imperial  question,  beyond  our  legislative  competence, 
indeed,  but  in  which,  notwithstanding,  we  have  from  many  points  of 
view  a  most  substantial  interest ;  and  I  congratulate  you  on  the  action 
to  which  Parliament  agreed. 

It  is  a  main  ingredient  in  our  national  progress  that  we  should 
secure  a  larger  trade  and  a  freer  access  to  the  markets  of  the  world. 

Our  efforts  in  this  direction  have  hitherto  been  abortive. 

I  believe  that  a  fuller  freedom  to  manage  for  ourselves  this  part  of 
our  own  affairs  would  give  a  better  prospect  of  success  ;  and,  as  advo- 
cates of  a  truly  national  policy,  we  have  recorded  these  views  in  a  mo- 
tion, which  was  defeated  in  Parliament,  but  for  which  I  ask  a  verdict 
at  the  polls. 

Gentlemen,  the  occasion  is  a  grave  one. 

To  the  people  is  now  remitted  the  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
conduct  of  its  rulers  and  of  settling  the  lines  on  which  public  affairs 
shall  be  conducted,  for  five  years  at  any  rate,  and  mayhap  for  a  much 
longer  time. 


I  hope  to  be  able,  before  the  close  of  the  election,  to  explain  at 
greater  length  my  opinions  on  public  affairs  ;  but  I  have  thought  it 
right,  at  the  earliest  moment,  to  state  frankly  my  views  on  some  im- 
portant questions  as  fully  as  is  compatible  within  the  limits  of  aD 
address. 

I  cannot  expect  every  one,  even  of  my  own  supporters,  to  concur 
entirely  in  every  sentiment  I  express.    ' 

Men's  minds  are  not  so  constituted  that  one  can  hope  to  secure 
such  absolute  and  complete  assent. 

It  is  on  a  large,  general,  and  comprehensive  view  that  we  must 
act.  If  in  the  main  you  differ  from  me,  it  is  your  duty  to  reject  me  as 
unsuited  for  your  service  ;  and  I  shall  accept  your  decision  with  un- 
feigned respect  and  unabated  friendship. 

But  if  in  the  main  you  value  the  principles  and  approve  the  policy 
I  have  announced  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  condemn  the  framd  which 
would  cheat  our  people  of  a  fair  lepresentation,  the  wrong  which  would 
deprive  us  of  our  Provincial  rights,  the  injustice  which  would  repudi- 
ate an  international  award,  the  crime  which  has  placed  our  future  in 
the  North- West  in  the  hands  of  a  great  monopoly  ;  the  additions,  in 
breach  of  solemn  pledge,  to  taxation,  expenditure,  and  public  charge  ; 
the  schemes  which  substitute  for  the  good  of  the  masses  and  for  fair 
taxation,  the  aggrandizement  of  the  few  and  the  rich  and  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  many  and  the  poor  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  give  your  voices 
for  freedom  and  justice,  for  retrenchment  and  reform,  for  fair  play  and 
equal  rights,  for  real  progress  and  true  national  development — then  I 
ask  for  your  support,  and  will  do  what  in  me  lies  to  justify  your  deci- 
sion. 

And  in  the  hope  and  belief  that  such  will  be  your  verdict, 

I  am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  faithful  servant, 
Toronto,  May  22,  1882.  EDWARD  BLAKE. 


THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 


A  Conspiracy  to  Despoil  the  Province  of  Half 
its  Territory. 


Sir  John  Macdonald's  Crooked  Rscord  on  tae  Sixty*  3  st- Quebec 
Tories  Arrayed  Against  Ontario— Repudiation  of  a  Solemn 
Award— A  Question  of  Good  Faith  and  Public  Honor* 

There  are  higher  considerations  involved  in  the  Ontario  Boundary 
question  than  the  territory  in  dispute  between  the  Province  and  the 
Dominion,  and  declared  to  be  part  of  the  Province  bv  the  unanimous 
award  of  the  arbitrators  to  whom  the  dispute  was  referred  for  settle- 
ment. The  honor  and  good  faith  of  the  Dominion  are  higher  consider- 
ations, and  both  are  at  stake  ;  the  permanency  and  future  well-being 
of  the  Union  are  of  greater  consequence,  and  both  are  in  jeop  irdy. 

Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  Tory  adherents  have  done  their  part. 
So  far  as  any  act  of  theirs  could  do  so,  they  have  committed  the  Do- 
minion to  a  policy  of  dishonor.  They  have  by  resolution  of  Parlia- 
ment repudiated  a  solemn  award  ;  it  is  now  the  people's  turn  to 
repudiate  them.  They  have  broken  faith  with  one  of  the  Provinces 
of  the  Union  by  violating  a  compact  made  and  ratified  as  between  one 
nation  and  another ;  it  is  now  the  people's  turn  to  declare  by  an  em- 
phatic voice  and  vote  that  it  has  no  faith  in  them.  Tne  time  has  come 
to  wipe  out  the  stain  of  a  shameless  act  by  punishing  the  authors  of  it. 

The  facts  of  the  Boundary  question,  as  they  are  set  forth  in  the 
following  narrative,  show  how  utterly  unworthy  of  public  confidence 
Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  Tory  supporters  in  the  late  Parliament 
are.  They  have  done  what  they  could  to  humiliate  the  country,  and 
to  trample  its  honor  in  the  dust.  The  people  can  redress  that  great 
wrong,  and  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party  have  confidence  that  they 
will. 

AN  OLD  CLAIM  TO  TERRITORY. 

It  is  well  known  that  Old  Canada  always  disputed  the  pretensions 
•of  the  Hulson's  Bay  Company  to  right  of  ownership  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  The  people  of  the  United  Provinces  always  main- 
tained that  they  were  the  successors  of  France  in  the  North- West,  and 
in  the  country  north  of  the  water-shed  to  Hudson's  Biy.  Upon  this 
and  other  grounds  the  North- West  Company  contested  the  claims  of 
the  Hudson's  Bav  Company,  and  continued  to  do  so  until  the  dispute 
was  settled  by  their  partnership. 

THE  QUESTION  RAISED  AGAIN. 

As  the  territories  lay  far  beyonl  the  limit?  of  si'tlem^nt  in  Upper 
Oanada,  the  question  wis  nob  again  raised  until  t'a3  ti.ns  arrive!  for 
considering  the  renewal  of  the  lease  granted  to  the  Company  in  1833. 


This  was  late  in  1856,  when  the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  informed  the 
Governor-General  of  Canada  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
determined  on  bringing  the  whole  subject  under  the  investigation  of 
a  Committee  ot  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and  His  Excellency  was  in- 
structed to  comider,  with  the  advice  of  his  Council,  the  question 
whether  it  might  be  desirable  to  send  witnesses  to  appear  before  the 
Committee,  or  in  any  other  manner  to  cause  the  views  of  his  Govern- 
ment and  the  interests  of  Canada  to  be  represented  there. 

CANADA'S  CLAIMS  ASSERTED. 

In  reply  to  the  Colonial  Secretary's  despatch,  a  minute  of  Council 
was  transmitted,  stating  amongst  other  things  that  "  the  general  feeling 
here  is  strongly  that  the  western  boundary  of  Canada  extends  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  ;"  that  the  Committee  of  Council  wer<-  most  anxious  that 
Canadian  interests  should  be  properly  represented  before  the  proposed 
Committee  of  the  House  ;  that  situated  as  Canada  was,  she  necessarily 
had  an  immediate  interest  in  every  portion  of  British  North  America  ; 
and  that  the  question  of  jurisdiction  and  title  claimed  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  was  to  her  of  paramount  importance.  The  Canadian 
Prime  Minister  of  that  time,  it  may  be  remarked,  was  Mr.  John  A. 
Macdonald. 

THE  LIMITS  NORTH  AND  WEST. 

In  the  same  year  (1857)  an  official  paper  was  prepared  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Crown  Lands,  claiming  that  the  westerly  boundary  of 
the  Province  extended  as  far  as  British  territory  not  otherwise  organ- 
ized would  carry  it,  which  would  be  to  the  Pacific;  or,  if  limited  at  all, 
it  would  be  by  the  first  waters  of  the  Mississippi,  which  a  due  west  line 
from  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  intersected,  which  would  be  the  White 
Earth  River.  With  respect  to  the  northerly  boundary,  the  Commis- 
sioner pointed  out  as  the  only  possible  conclusion  that  Canada  was 
•ither  bounded  in  that  direction  by  a  few  isolated  posts  on  the  shore 
of  Hudson's  Bay,  or  else  that  the  Company's  territory  was  a  my  thy 
and  consequently  that  Canada  had  no  particular  limit  in  that  direction. 

CANADA'S  SPECIAL  AGENT  TO  ENGLAND. 

In  response  to  the  Colonial  Secretary's  invitation,  the  Government 
•ent  Hon.  Chief  Justice  Draper  as  a  special  agent  to  represent  Cana- 
dian interests  Lefore  the  House  of  Commons  Committee.  He  was 
examined  before  the  Committee,  and  gave  evidence  against  the  claims 
•f  the  Company.  Afterwards  Justice  Draper  reported  to  the  Canadian 
Government,  and  gave  as  his  opinion  that  Canada  had  a  clear  right, 
mnder  the  Act  of  1774  and  the  proclamation  of  1791,  to  the  whole 
•ountry  as  far  west  as  the  line  of  the  Mississippi,  and  to  a  considerable 
distance  north  of  the  water-shed  ;  and  he  recommended  that  the 
•pinion  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  should  be  ob- 
tained upon  the  merits  of  the  dispute. 

AN  ABORTIVE  MOVE. 

In  August,  1858,  a  joint  address  of  both  Houses  was  forwarded 
to  the  Queen,  in  which  it  was  stated  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Parliament 
Canada  had  a  right  to  claim,  as  forming  part  of  her  territory,  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  country  then  held  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,, 
and  that  a  settlement  of  the  boundary  line  was  immediately  required. 
The  law  officers  of  the  Crown  were  consulted  on  the  subject  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary  during  the  previous  year,  and  they  expressed  the 
•pinion  that,  while  a  decision  of  ^the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 


Council  might  be  useful  in  showing  what  were  the  merits  of  the  pre~ 
tensions  of  the  respective  parties,  it  could  have  no  binding  effect,  and 
that  an  Act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  would  be  necessary  to  finally 
settle  the  question.  But  the  Company,  though  strongly  urged  thereto 
by  the  Secretary,  refused  to  be  parties  to  a  reference  which  would  raise 
any  question  as  to  the  validity  of  their  charter,  and  no  issue  was 
reached.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  from  inattention  to  the  subject,  seems 
to  have  fallen  of  late  into  the  error  of  supposing  that  the  Queen,  upon 
the  advice  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  could  give  a. 
decision  binding  on  every  body,  which  of  course  it  could  not. 

A  COMPROMISE  SETTLEMENT  ADVISED. 

The  time  of  the  Judicial  Committee  is  so  largely  taken  up  with 
the  consideration  of  judicial  questions  referred  to  them  by  appeal,  that 
the  propriety  of  inviting  a  report  upon  the  matter  in  dispute  between 
the  Canadian  Government  and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  was  felt  to 
be  more  than  doubtful.  The  question  was  complicated,  the  evidence^ 
was  voluminous,  and  it  was  feared  that  a  long  time  must  elapse  before 
a  decision  could  be  had.  Accordingly,  in  1865,  the  Canadian  Ministers, 
in  a  report  made  to  the  Governor-General,  expressed  the  opinion  that 
it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  country  to  grant  to  the  Company  a 
moderate  compensation  rather  than  submit  to  the  evils  of  delay  conse- 
quent upon  a  reference  to  the  Committee  ;  but  no  action  was  taken  upon  i 
the  report. 

STILL  ASSERTING  CANADA'S  RIGHTS. 

After  Confederation  the  claims  to  the  territory  made  by  the  old 
Province  of  Canada  continued  to  be  made  by  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment, Sir  John  Macdonald  being  Prime  Minister.  In  the  hrst  session 
•f  Parliament  a  joint  address  was  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the 
House  of  Commons  and  Senate,  praying  that  she  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  unite  Rupert's  Land  and  the  North-Western  Territory  to 
the  Dominion.  So  little  value  did  Sir  John  Macdonald  then  place 
upon  the  title  of  the  Company  that  he  urged  the  transfer  of  the  whole 
•ountry  to  Canada,  leaving  the  Company  no  right,  except  the  right  of 
asserting  their  title  in  the  best  way  they  could  in  the  Canadian  courts. 
"And  what,"  he  asked,  "would  their  title  be  worth  the  moment  it  was* 
known  that  the  country  belonged  to  Canada,  and  that  the  Canadian 
Government  and  Canadian  courts  had  jurisdiction  there,  and  that  the 
#hief  protection  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  and  the  value  of  their 
property,  namely,  their  exclusive  right  of  trading  in  those  regions,  was 
gone  forever?  The  Company  would  only  be  too  glad  that  the  country 
should  be  handed  over  to  Canada,  and  would  be  ready  to  enter  into  any 
reasonable  arrangement."  He  failed  to  get  the  territory  handed  over 
to  Canada  on  those  terms,  but  he  succeeded  in  incurring  the  ill-will  of 
the  Company's  agents,  and  of  the  settlers  in  the  North- West,  and  in 
stirring  up  a  rebellion  which  cost  the  country  more  than  a  million  of 
dollars. 

SQUATTERS  ON  THE  SOIL. 

In  October,  1868,  Sir  George  Cartier  and  the  Hon.  Wm.  Mac- 
dougall  proceeded  to  England  to  press  the  views  of  the  Government  on 
the  Colonial  Secretary.  In  their  correspondence  with  the  Colonial 
Office  the  rights  of  Canada  were  asserted  in  strong  terms.  Referring 
to  a  road  between  Lake  of  the  Woods  and  Fort  Garry,  on  Red  River, 
*pon  which  the  Dominion  Government  had  expended  $20,000  in  1868* 
Bir  George  Cartier  and  Mr.  Macdougall  said  there  was  no  doubt  that  it 


lay  within  the  limits  of  Canada;  and,  concerning  the  extent  of  the 
^Province,  they  declared  in  the  same  letter  to  the  Secietary  that  "No 
impartial  investigator  of  the  evidence  in  the  case  can  doubt  that  it  ex- 
tended to  and  included  ihe  country  between  Lfike  of  the  Woods  and 
Red  River."  The  Government  of  Canada,  they  said,  denied  and  had 
•always  denied  the  pretensions  of  the  Company  to  "any  right  of  soil 
'beyond  that  of  squatters  "  in  the  territory  through  which  the  Lake  of 
£he  Woods  and  Fort  Garry  road  was  being  constructed. 
THE  COMPANY'S  CLAIM  GIVEN    UP. 

So  strong  were  the  grounds  on  which  the  contention  of  the  Cana- 
dian Government  rested  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  composed  of 
some  of  the  shrewdest  business  men  of  England,  and  acting  under  advice 
of  the  ablest  counsel,  gave  up  their  claim  to  1,300,000  square  miles  of 
territory  in  consideration  of  being  allowed  to  retain  12,000  square 
miles  of  it,  and  of  receiving  £300,000  sterling — about  one-fifth  of  the 
sum  paid  by  the  United  States  for  the  comparatively  barren  region  of 
Alaska,  of  less  than  one-fourth  the  area.  The  company  feared  that  the 
legal  boundaries  of  Ontario,  if  submitted  to  an  impartial  tribunal, 
'  would  be  held  to  include  the  bulk  of  territory  which  Canadian  Minis- 
ters claimed  for  it  ;  hence  the  small  sum  for  which  they  agreed  to 
lelease  their  interest. 

ADMITTED   INTO  THE  UNION. 

Rupert's  Land  and  the  North- West  Territory  were  admitted  into 
the  Union  by  an  Imperial  Order-in-Council,  dated  23rd  June,  1870, 
subject  to  the  provisions   of  the  British  North  America  Act.      The 

'  Order-in-Council  did  not  and  could  not  take  away  any  part  of  Ontario's 
territory,  for  the  B.  N.  A.  Act  specifically  declares  that  the  territory 
"which  formerly  constituted  the  Province  of  Upper  Canada  shall  con- 
stitute the  Province  of  Ontario."     There  is,  therefore,  no  doubt  what- 

'  ever  that  the  boundaries  of  Ontario  to  the  north  and  west  are  the  old 
boundaries  of  Upper  Canada. 

A   NEW  DEPARTURE. 

It  has  been  shown  that  up  to  the  time  of  the  admission  of  the 
.North-West  into  the   Union  the  successive  Governments  of  which  Sir 
..John  Macdonald  was  leader  maintained  tor  Upper  Canada   the  Ontario 
of  Confederation)  limits  far  to  the  west  and  to  lUe  north  of  those  which 
his  Government  is  willing  to  allow  her.    But,  within  the  brief  period  of 
two  years  after  the  bargain  with  the  Hudson    Bay  Company  was  con- 
cluded, the  views  of  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  fellow-ministers  under- 
went a  great  and  sudden  change  ;  a  new  departure  was  taken,  and  they 
sought  to  grasp  from  the  Province  a  territory  many  thousand  square 
miles  in  extent,  a  part  of  which  the  Company  had  never  claimed  under 
its  charter.     Some  steps  had  been  taken  for  denning  the  boundary  in 
1 87L  and  Commissioners  had  been  named  by  the   Local  and   Federal 
•Governments  to  locate  the  line.       Nothing  further  was  done  that  year, 
and  before  its  close  a  new  Administration  was  formed  in  the   Province 
with  Mr.  Blake  at  its  head.     Then 

THE    POLICY    CF  HOSTILITY 

towards  Ontario  began  to  deA  elop  itself.  Sir  John  Macdonald  was  bent 
on  breaking  down  the  Liberal  Government  of  the  Province  if  he  could, 
and  from  that  day  to  the  present  he  has  shown  himself  to  be  the  un- 
ceasing enemy  of  Ontario  and  its  rights.  On  the  0th  of  January,  1872, 
the  new  Government  asked  that  a  diaft  of  the  instructions  to  the 
Dominion  Commissioner  be  transmitted  for  consideration.    The  request 


was  complied  with  on  the  14th  of  March,  and  then  it  became  known 
that  the  Dominion  Government  insisted  on  a  line  drawn  due  north  from 
the  junction  oi  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  rivers  as  the  westerly  bound- 
ary, and  on  the  height  of  land  dividing  the  waters  which  now  into 
Hudson's  Bay  from  those  emptying  into  the  valley  of  the  great  lakes  as 
the  northerly  boundary  of  the  Province.  The  Ontario  Government 
declined  to  accept  those  limits,  claiming  that  the  boundary  line  was 
very  different  from  the  one  defined  by  the  Dominion  Government's 
instructions,  and  its  Commissioner  was  instructed  to  abstain  from  any 
further  action  under  his  commission.  A  conventional  or  compromise- 
boundary  proposed  by  the  Provincial  Government  met  with  no  re- 
sponse—  Sir  John  Macdonald  apparently  forgetting  the  fact  that  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  was  prepared  to  make  a  com- 
promise with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  in  1865. 

SUGGESTION  AND  COUNTS&  SUGGESTION, 

In  a  memorandum  of  1st  May,  Sir  John  M  icdonald  suggested  that 
the  Government  of  Ontario  be  invited  to  concur  in  the  statement  of  a. 
case  for  immediate  reference  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  of  England,  with  a  view  to  settle  the  bflundaries  by  a  judg- 
ment or  decision  of  that  tribunal.  On  31st  May  the  Ontario  Govern- 
ment in  reply  stated  that  the  settlement  of  the  question  depended  Upon 
numerous  facts,  the  evidence  as  to  many  of  which  was  procurable  only 
in  America,  and  the  collection  of  which  would  involve  the  expendi- 
ture of  much  time.  They  therefore  recommended  asa  counter  suggestion 
that,  should  the  Government  of  Canada  decline  to  negotiate  for  a  con- 
ventional line,  the  more  satisfactory  way  of  settling  the  question  would 
be  by  reference  to  a  Commission  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
On  November  7th  the  proposition  of  the  Dominion  Government  for  a 
reference  to  her  Majesty  in  Council  was  renewed,  but  no  further  nego- 
tiations took  place  until  the  accession  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  office. 

THE  ARBITRATION. 

In  1874  both  Governments  agreed  to  leave  the  question  to  arbitra- 
tion, and  to  accept  the  award  as  final  and  conclusive.  Ex-Governor  VVil- 
mot,  of  New  Brunswick,  was  chosen  for  the  Dominion,  and  Chief  Justice 
Richards  for  Ontario — Sir  Edward  Thornton,  the  British  Ambassador 
at  Washington,  being  accepted  by  the  two  Governments  as  third  arbi- 
trator. Information  was  from  time  to  time  given  to  Parliament  and 
the  Legislature  with  respect  to  the  progress  of  arrangements  for  this 
reference,  and  the  policy  of  fixing  the  boundaries  by  arbitration  was 
never  questioned.  Sir  John  Macdonald  once,  in  the  debate  on  the 
North- West  Territories  Bill  in  1875,  expressed  regret  that  the  matter 
had  not  been  referred  to  the  Privy  Council,  but  added  that  the  arbi- 
trators "  would  be  acceptable,  he  was  satisfied,  to  the  country,  as  they 
were  to  himself."  The  sum  of  $15,000  was  also  voted  by  Parliament 
for  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  arbitration,  and  no  question  was 
raised  or  objection  made  The  death  of  one  arbitrator  and  the  resigna- 
tion of  another  wTas  followed  by  the  appointment  of  Sir  Francis  Hincks. 
for  the  Dominion,  and  Chief  Justice  Harrison  for  Ontario.  Both  ap- 
pointments were  confirmed  by  Orders-in-Council,  and  it  was  again  de- 
clared that  the  determination  of  the  three  referees  should  be  final  and 
conclusive  ;  and  by  the  Order-in-Council  of  1874,  each  Government 
agreed  with  the  other  for  concurrent  action  in  obtaining  such  legislation 
as  might  be  necessary  for  giving  binding  effect  to  the  conclusions  ar- 
rived at. 


THE  AWARD  OF  THE  ARBITRATORS. 

From  1874  to  1878  both  Governments  were  occupied  in  making  an 
exhaustive  collection  of  all  the  documents,  facts  and  evidence  bearing 
upon  the  controversy,  all  of  which  were  printed  for  the  purpose  of  the 
arbitration.  Counsel  for  the  two  Governments  were  heard  by  the 
arbitrators,  and  on  August  3rd,  1878,  a  unanimous  award  was  delivered, 
determining  and  deciding  what  are  and  shall  be  the  northerly  and 
westerly  boundaries  of  Ontario.  The  westerly  boundary  was  declared 
to  be  a  line  drawn  due  north  from  the  most  north-westerly  angle  of 
Lake  of  the  Woods,  and  the  northerly  boundary  the  southern  shore  of 
-James'  Bay,  the  Albany  River,  and  the  English  River.  It  gave  to  the 
Province  on  the  westerly  side  the  least  favorable  limit  that  on  the  facts 
and  evidence  was  possible,  as  was  demonstrated  by  a  mass  of  evidence 
which  there  appears  no  danger  of  ever  seeing  overcome. 

The  Government  of  Ontario  accepted  the  award,  not  because  it 
assigned  to  the  Province  all  that  was  claimed  on  its  behalf,  but  because, 
•consistently  with  good  faith  and  public  honor,  neither  party  to  the 
.arbitration  could  refuse  to  abide  by  the  decision. 

SHILLY-SHALLYING. 

Mr.  Mackenzie's  Administration  was  defeated  at  the  general  elec- 
tions of  September,  1878 — less  than  two  months  after  the  boundary 
award  was  made — and  a  few  weeks  later  Sir  John  Macdonald  formed  a 
new  Administration.  One  of  his  first  acts  as  Minister  of  the  Interior 
Twas  to  publish  a  map  in  which  the  boundaries  of  Ontario  were  laid 
'down  as  fixed  by  the  award  ;  but  the  old  hostility  soon  manifested  itself 
■afresh,  and,  backed  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  the  phalanx  of  Quebec 
Tories,  the  Premier  found  courage  to  pursue  towards  the  Liberal  Gov- 
••ernment  of  Ontario  a  policy  of  studied  contempt.  At  least  eight 
despatches  from  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  that  Province,  bearing 
on  the  award  and  urging  the  necessity  of  actron  being  taken  by 
the  Dominion  Government  in  the  interests  of  law  and  order  in  the 
disputed  territory,  were 

TREATED  WITH  UNMANNERLY  NEGLECT. 

Their  receipt  was  formally  acknowledged,  but  no  answer  was  made  nor 
further  notice  taken  of  any  of  them.  It  made  no  difference  that  law 
was  being  set  at  defiance  in  the  territory,  that  crime  went  unpunished, 
that  drunkenness  and  immorality  prevailed,  that  public  lands  were 
being  robbed  of  their  timber,  or  that  there  was  no  security  for  life  or 
property.  For  three  years  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  colleagues 
refused  to  have  any  dealings  with  the  Government  of  Ontario  on  the 
subject.  A  ninth  despatch  was  sent  on  the  31st  December  of  last  year, 
and  on  the  12th  January  this  year  the  Legislature  of  the  Province 
met.  The  debate  on  the  address  opened  out  a  discussion  of  the  whole 
.-situation  and  all  the  circumstances,  and  then  the  Tory  Premier  of  the 
Dominion  discovered  that  he  could  pursue  a  policy  of  silent  contempt 
no  longer.  He  was  forced  to  show  his  colors  openly,  and  in  the  light 
of  day. 

REPUDIATION  OFFICIALLY  DECLARED. 

A  reply  to  the  despatch  of  31st  December  was  sent  on  the  27th 
.January,  and  the  Government  and  people  of  Ontario  were  informed 
©flicially,  what  had  been  evident  for  some  time,  that  the  Dominiom 
Government  had  determined,  in  violation  of  good  faith  and  public 
honor,  to  repudiate  the  award,     This  course  had  been  indicated  by  the 


-conduct  of  the  Government  in  the  session  of  1880,  in  consenting  to  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  for  the  professed  object  of  inquiring  into 
.and  reporting  upon  all  matters  connected  with  the  Ontaiio  boundaries. 
No  new  or  material  evidence  was  obtained  by  the  committee,  but  by  a 
party  vote  the  opinion  was  expressed  in  its  report  that  the  award  did 
not  describe  the  true  boundaries  of  Ontario,  and  that  it  included  within, 
-that  Province  territory  to  which,  the  Committee  asserted,  the  Province 
was  not  entitled. 

ENLARGING  MANITOBA. 

This  action  was  followed  up  in  the  session  of  1881  by  a  Govern- 
ment measure  enlarging  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba.  Sir  Alexander 
•Campbell,  when  introducing  the  Bill  in  the  Senate,  plainly  affirmed 
that  the  intention  was  to  give  to  that  Piovince  the  whole  tract  of 
-country  eastward  as  far  as  the  meridional  line  claimed  by  the  Dominion 
Government  to  be  the  westerly  limit  of  Ontario,  embracing  a  territory 
39,000  square  miles  in  extent,  which  had  been  declared  to  be  part  of 
Ontario  by  the  award  of  the  arbitrators.  In  the  House  of  Common* 
■Sir  John  Macdonald  avowed  as  an  object  of  the  Bill  that  it  would 
"compel"  the  Government  of  Ontario  not  to  insist  on  the  awarded 
lxmndaries,  and  he  assured  the  House  that  the  Government  of  that 
Province  would  "  come  to  terms  quickly  enough  when  they  find  they 
must  do  so."  This  undertaking  to  "  bulldoze  Ontario  was  of  a  piece 
with  the  undertaking  to  "  bulldoze  "  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  ten  or 
twelve  years  previously. 

ALLEGED  REASONS  FOR  REJECTING  THE  AWARD. 

The  alleged  reasons  of  the  Dominion  Government  for  rejecting  the 
-award  are,  that  the  reference  to  arbitration  "  transcended  the  power 
oi  the  Government  of  the  day  ;"  that  the  matter  should  be  "  consid- 
ered rigidly  as  one  of  law  ; "  and  that  His  Excellency's  present  advisers 
were  opposed  to  "disposing  of  the  question  by  arbitration,"  con- 
ceiving that  mode  to  be  "  inexpedient  and  lacking  in  legal  authority. n 
It  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  those  objections  to  say  that  the  reference 
was  made  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Dominion  Parliament ;  that  the 
Dominion  Parliament  not  only  made  no  objection,  but  in  1878  voted 
-$15,000  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  arbitration  without  a  word  of  dis- 
sent ;  and  that  both  Governments  concerned  pledged  their  good  faitk 
to  a  settlement  of  the  question  procured  in  this  way.  A  further  an- 
swer is,  that  arbitration  is  the  usual  way  of  settling  such  disputes,  and 
that  it  is  a  reasonable  way.  The  boundary  between  Canada  and  New 
Brunswick  was  settled  by  arbitration  ;  so  also  was  the  San  Juan  dis- 
pute. Sir  John  Macdonald  himself  was  a  party  to  referring  the  San 
Juan  question.  Even  now  he  proposes,  after  repudiating  the  award 
of  one  set  of  arbitrators,  to  refer  the  dispute  to  another  set — to  some 
"  eminent  English  legal  functionary,"  or  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  neither  of  which  could  give  a  decision  in  any  waj 
more  binding  than  the  one  already  given. 

THE  TRUE  LEGAL  LIMITS  DECLARED. 

But  it  is  said  the  award  established  a  conventional  line  instead  of 
a  legal  one.  That  is  not  true.  All  the  evidence  was  considered  and 
the  arguments  of  counsel  heard.  The  arbitrators  were  appointed  to 
find  the  true  legal  limits  of  the  Province,  and  their  award  declares  that 
they  found  it.  They  did  not  give  advice,  but  they  'pronounced  a  decision. 
On  what  pretence,  then,  of  reason  or  justice  can  a  demand  be  made  for 
xe-opening  the  case  ?     If  the  Government  of  Canada  do  not  feel  them- 
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wives  in  honor  and  good  faith  hound  by  the  award  which  has  already 
been  made,  Ontario  has  no  reason  to  suppose  that  they  would  not 
quite  as  readily  repudiate  any  subsequent  decision. 

ATTITUDE  OF   THE   QUEBEC   TORIES. 

Sir  Hector  Langevin  has  put  his  foot  on  the  award  because  he- 
professes  to  fear  that  it  would  give  Ontario  too  great  strength  in  the 
Confederation,  which  would  increase  with  the  development  of  its  terri- 
tory. His  real  motive  is  a  desire  to  break  down  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment of  Ontario,  and  so  ensure  the  continuance  of  Tory  misrule  in 
the  Dominion.  He  and  his  Tory  following  have  influenced  the  press  of 
Hieir  Province  to  create  a  feeling  against  the  award  and  to  cry  down  as 
traitors  the  Quebec  Liberals  who  voted  against  re-opening  the  boundary 
ease  arid  breaking  faith  with  one  of  the  Provinces  of  the  Union.  It  is 
hatred  and  jealousy  of  Liberal  progress  in  Ontario  that  prompts  the 
hostility  of  Quebec  Tories  to  the  award,  and  Ontario  Tories,  obedient 
to  the  crack  of  Sir  John  Macdonald's  whip,  have  joined  hands  in  repu- 
diating it  by  their  votes  on  Mr.  Plumb's  motion  to  re-open  the  case  and 
to  refer  it  to  another  tribunal. 

IS  ONTARIO  TOO  LARGE  ? 

But  is  Ontario  too  large,  as  the  Quebec  Tories  profess  to  fear  ? 
Whatever  washer  extent  as  the  Province  of  Upper  Canada,  that  is  her 
extent  now,  and  she  is  entitled  to  her  full  measure  of  territory,  be  it 
great  or  small.  She  has  never  shown  a  disposition  to  be  unjust  to  other- 
Provinces  of  the  Union,  or  to  rule  by  the  right  of  the  strongest.  How 
dos9  she  compare  in  area  with  the  other  Provinces  ?  The  diagrams  on 
the  folded  sheet  annexed  will  illustrate  at  a  glance  their  relative  extent, 
and  will  show  that  Ontario,  with  all  the  territory  given  by  the  award,  is 
still  smaller  than  Quebec  or  British  Columbia.  The  estimates  of  tim- 
ber in  the  district  have  been  given  in  public  documents  published 
Tinder  the  authority  of  both  Governments,  and  they  have  not  been 
challenged. 

The  loss  of  the  territory  in  dispute,  it  will  be  seen,  would  reduce 
the  area  of  Ontario  to  100,000  square  miles.  WJiy  should  the  area  of 
that  Province  be  reduced  to  less  than  half  the  area  of  Quebec?  or  to  less 
than  one-third  the  area  of  British  Columbia  ?  Or  why  should  the  orea  of 
Ontario  be  reduced,  and  that  of  Manitoba  extended,  until  Manitoba  shall 
have  an  area  one-half  greater  than  Ontario  ?  Can  Sir  Hector  Langevin 
and  the  Quebec  Tories,  who  say  that  Ontario  would  be  too  large,  an- 
swer these  questions  ? 

THE  QUESTION  AS  A  POLITICAL  ISSUE. 

Liberals,  fair-minded  men,  honorable  men,  and  true  Canadians  in 
all  Provinces  ot  the  Dominion,  have  a  vital  interest  in  maintaining  the 
cause  of  Ontario  in  the  present  struggle.  The  independence,  if  not 
the  very  existence,  of  the  Local  Governments  is  at  stake.  If  they  are 
to  be  crushed  out  on  any  pretence  by  an  adverse  political  party  in 
office  at  Ottawa,  what  guarantee  is  there  for  the  maintenance  of  self- 
government  and  provincial  rights  ?  What  guarantee  is  there  for  the 
preservation  of  Home  Rule  in  the  Provinces  i  To  tolerate  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  Dominion  Government  is  not  only  to  place  a  premium 
.  on  public  dishonor,  but  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  disruption  and  dis- 
memberment of  the  Union.  Were  any  independent  State  to  pursue 
Hie  course  towards  another  which  the   Government   of  Canada   has 


ONTARIO  AND  THE   DISPUTED  TERRITORY 


COMPARATIVE    SIZES 


PROVINCES. 


BRITISH    COLUMBIA. 

Area  400.000  Square  Milea. 


ONTARIO, 

HIKES  THE  AWABD. 


ONTARIO, 

wrrn  the  awabd. 

Area  197,000  Square  Miles, 
Or  126.000.000 


MANITOBA, 

ITITHOrT  niKPVIF.H 
THIIIIT0RY.       .     | 

Area  115.000  Square 
Miles. 

Or  73.600.00OAcres. 


MANITOBA. 
KITH  ( 


Or  OBOOO.OOO  Acres 


Manitoba;  of  tha 


The  above  "  squares,''  based  upon  a  scale  of  100,000  square    miles   to  the  inch,  show    at    a  glance  the  relative  sizes  of  the  four  Provinces  of    British  Columbia    Quebec.  Ontan 
Province  of  Ontario,  with  and  without  the  disputed  territory  ;  and  lastly  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  as  enlarged  (without  disputed  territory),  and  with  the  disputed  territory.  V£--=3=ete<r^.-^     i 


adopted  towards  the  Province  of  Ontario,  it  would  he  held  guilty  of  a 
gross  breach  of  faith — of  dishonorable  conduct  which  would  lead  to  an 
immediate  discontinuance  of  all  diplomatic  relations. 

AS  AN  ONTARIO  ISSUE, 
the  Boundary  question  concerns  every  man  within  its  borders.  It  is 
not  merely  whether  that  Province  shall  be  ruled  by  one  party  or 
another,  but  whether  she  shall  be  despoiled  of  half  her  territory — of  a 
•ountry  rich  in  mineral  and  forest  wealth,  which  may  be  to  her  Govern- 
ment a  source  of  revenue  for  all  time.  That  is  a  large  consideration 
to  pay  for  the  doubtful  gain  of  defeating  Mr.  Mowat's  Government, 
and  gratifying  the  hatred  of  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  Quebec 
allies.  Every  Ontario  man  who  voted  for  Mr.  Plumb's  motion  should  be  a 
marked  man  in  his  constituency ;  he  should  be  regarded  as  an  enemy 
•f  his  Province,  and  he  should  receive  at  the  hands  of  the  people  an 
•nemy's  reward. 
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PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS 


The  Tory  Government's  Attempt  to  Destroy 
Home  Eule  in  Canada. 


Disallowance  of  the  Eivers  and  Streams  Bill— Sir  John 

Macdonald's  Former  Opinions  on  Interference 

with  Provincial  Legislation— Tory 

Hostility  to  Ontario. 

ggf~  The  fullest  liberty  of  action  by  the  Provinces,  within  their  trua 
constitutional  limits,  is  the  only  safety  of  the  federal  system  in  Canada, 
The  British  North  America  Act  of  1867  was  a  solemn  compact,  under 
which  local  control  over  local  affairs  was  guaranteed.  Under  that  Act 
the  Dominion  Government  has  no  just  right  to  interfere  with  the  con- 
stitutional legislation  of  the  Provinces  any  more  than  a  Local  Govern- 
ment would  have  to  interfere  with  the  legislation  of  a  municipal 
council. 

When  the  question  of  Confederation  was  under  discussion,  th* 
necessity  of  allowing  the  fullest  liberty  of  action  to  the  Provinces 
within  their  own  jurisdiction  was  frequently  pointed  out,  and  no  sooner 
had  we  entered  upon  a  trial  of  the  new  system  than  the  propriety  of 
denning  the  grounds  which  would  justify  interference  with  local  legis- 
lation became  apparent. 

SIR  JOHN  MACDONALD'S  VIEW  IN  186S. 

Jt?W  On  the  8th  of  January,  1868,  Sir  John  Macdonald  prepared  a  Stato 
paper  in  which  he  dealt  with  the  question  of  disallowance  as    follows  : 

"In  deciding  whether  any  Act  of  a  Provincial  Legislature  should  b% 
disallowed  or  sanctioned,  the  Government  must  not  only  consider  whether 
it  affects  the  interest  of  the  whole  Dominion  or  not,  but  also  whether  it  b# 
unconstitutional;  whether  it  exceeds  the  jurisdiction  conferred  on  th« 
Local  Legislature,  and,  in  cases  where  the  jurisdiction  is  concurrent, 
whether  it  clashes  with  the  legislation  of  the  general  Parliament. 

"As  it  is  of  importance  that  the  course  of  local  legislation  should  be 
interfered  with  as  little  a»  possible,  and  the  power  of  disallowance  exercised 
with  great  caution,  and  only  in  cases  where  the  law  and  general  interest* 
of  the  Dominion  imperatively^(ieraa.nd  it,  the  undersigned  recommends  that 
the  following  course  be  pursued : 

"That  on  the  receipt  by  your  Excellency  of  the  Acts  passed  in  any 
Province,  they  be  referred  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  for  report,  and  that 
he,  with  all  convenient  speed,  do  report  as  to  those  Acts  which  he  consider! 
free  from  objection  of  any  kind,  and,  if  such  report  be  approved  bj  Your 
Excellency  in  Council,  that  such  approval  be  forthwith  oommunicated  to 
the  Provincial  Govsrnment. 
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**  That  he  make  a  separate  report  or  separate  reports  on  those  Acfcr 
which  he  may  consider  : 

"  1.  As  being  altogether  illegal  or  unconstitutional. 

"2.   As  being  illegal  or  unconstitutional  only  in  part. 

"3.  In  cases  of  concurrent  jurisdiction,  as  clashing  with  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  general  Parliament. 

"4.  As  affecting  the  interests  of  the  Dominion  generally.  And  that 
in  such  report  or  reports  he  gives  his  reasons  for  his  opinions." 

Here  we  have  a  clear  exposition  of  the  grounds  on  which  local 
legislation  was  to  be  disallowed.  On  this  basis  the  federal  system  was 
to  be  reared  ;  provincial  rights  were  to  be  preserved  ;  and  within  their 
•own  jurisdiction  the  various  Local  Legislatures  were  to  be  absolutely 
free  from  all  interference.  Sir  John  Macdonald  himself  contended  for 
the  same  principle  in  1872,  when  the  question  of  disallowing  the  New 
Brunswick  School  Bill  came  before  him.  His  contention  was  then,  as 
it  had  been  in  1 868,  that  provincial  rights  were  sacredly  guarded  by  the 
* Constitution,  and  must  not  be  invaded  by  the  Executive. 

SIR  JOHN  MACDONALD  S  VIEW  IN  1872. 

Speaking  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  this  question,  he  said : 
"  The  Provinces  have  their  rights,  and  the  question  was  not  whether 
this  House  thought  a  Local  Legislature  was  right  or  wrong.  But  the 
whole  question  for  this  House  to  consider,  whenever  such  a  question  as  thi» 
was  brought  up,  was  that  they  should  say  at  once  that  they  had  no  right 
to  interfere  so  long  as  the  different  Provincial  Legislatures  acted  within  the 
bounds  of  the  authority  which  the  Constitution  gave  them.  (Hear,  hear.) 
There  was  this  fixed  principle — that  every  Provincial  Legislature  should 
feel  that,  when  it  was  legislating,  it  was  legislating  in  the  reality  and  not 
in  the  sham.  If  they  did  not  know  and  feel  that  the  measures  they  were 
arguing,  discussing,  and  amendin  ,  and  modifying  to  suit  their  own  people 
would  become  law,  it  was  all  sham,  and  the  f-  deral  system  was  gone  for- 
ever. If  this  House  undertook  the  great  responsibility  of  interfering  with 
the  local  laws,  they  must  be  prepared  to  discuss  the  justice  or  injustice  of 
every  law  passed  by  every  Provincial  Legislature — (hear,  hear) — and  this 
Legislature,  instead  of  being,  as  now,  the  General  Court  of  Parliament  for 
the  decision  of  great  Dominion  questions,  would  be  simply  a  Court  of  Ap- 
peal to  try  whether  the  Provincial  Legislatures  were  right  or  wrong  in  the 
conclusions  to  which  they  came.  (Hear,  hear.)  If  this  House  was  pre- 
pared to  take  that  course  and  adopt  that  principle,  then  the  Government 
of  the  day,  while  it  would  have  much  more  responsibility,  would  also  have 
much  more  power ;  for,  besides  conducting  and  administering  the  affairs  of 
the  whole  Dominion  as  one  great  country,  it  would  also  have  the  power,  the 
authority  and  the  control  of  a  majority  over  every  Bill,  every  Act,  every  con- 
clusion, every  institution,  every  right  of  every  Province  in  Canada." 

With  this  view  of  Provincial  authority  the  Liberal  party  agreed, 
and  on  this  view  Sir  John  Macdonald  acted  in  every  instance,  from 
'Confederation  down  to  the  disallowance  of  the  Streams  Bill. 

HISTORY  OF  THE  STREAMS  BILL. 

On  the  4th  of  March,  1881,  the  Ontario  Legislature  passed  "  An 
Act  for  protecting  the  Public  Interests  in  Rivers,  Streams,  and 
Creeks." 

Section  1  of  this  Act  provided  that  "  So  far  as  the  Legislature  of 
Ontario  has  authority  so  to  enact,  all  persons  shall,  subject  to  the  pro- 
risions  in  this  Act  contained,  have,  and  are  hereby  declared  always  to 
have  had,  during  the  spring,  summer  and  autumn  freshets,  the  right 
to,  and  may  float  and  transmit  saw  logs  and  all  other  timber  of  every 
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kind,  and  all  rafts  and  crafts,  down  all  rivers,  creeks  and  streams  in  re- 
spect of  which  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  has  authority  to  give  this  power" 

Section  2  provided  that  any  person  may  use  all  rivers,  creeks  and 
streams  on  which  improvements  had  been  made,  for  floating  timber 
during  the  spring,  summer  and  autumn  freshets,  "  subject  to  the  pay- 
ment to  the  person  who  has  made  such  improvements  of  reasonable  tolls." 

Section  3  applied  the  above  provisions  alike  to  patented  and  un- 
patented lands. 

Section  4  provided  that  "  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council 
may  fix  the  amounts  which  any  person  entitled  to  tolls  under  this  Act 
shall  be  at  liberty  to  charge  on  the  saw  logs  and  different  kinds  of 
timber  rafts  or  crafts,  and  may  from  time  to  time  vary  the  same  ;  and 
the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council,  in  fixing  such  tolls,  shall  have  re- 
gard to  and  take  into  consideration  the  original  cost  of  such  const  ruc- 
tions and,  improvements,  the  amount  required  to  maintain  the  same  and 
to  cover  interest  upon  the  original  cost,  as  well  as  such  other  matters  as 
under  all  the  circumstances  m%y  to  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council 
seem  just  and  equitable." 

Section  5  applied  the  above  provisions  of  the  Act  to  improvements 
made  or  hereafter  to  be  made. 

Section  6  provided  that  any  person  making  improvements  was  to 
have  a  lien  upon  logs  or  timber  passing  through  the  improvements,  for 
his  tolls. 

Section  8  provided  that  the  person  who  had  the  right  to  collect  tolls 
should  also  have  the  right  to  make  rules  for  passing  the  timber  through  or 
over  his  works  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council. 

THE  ACT  JUST  AND  EQUAL. 

In  looking  at  the  various  sections  of  this  Act,  the  following  points 
are  worthy  of  notice. 

1.  From  section  1  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  Act  applies  to  all 
streams  alike — and  that  the  privilege  of  floating  logs,  etc.,  down  those 
streams  is  open  to  all  persons  alike,  subject,  of  course,  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act. 

2.  By  section  2  it  is  declared  that  the  mere  construction  of  works 
on  a  stream  to  facilitate  the  passage  of  logs,  etc. ,  does  not  give  to  the 
person  constructing  such  works  an  exclusive  right  to  the  use  of  the 
stream.  In  other  words,  the  stream  is  regarded  by  law  as  a  public 
highway,  improvements  on  which  do  not  exclude  the  public  from  the 
right  to  use  it. 

3.  That  while  the  construction  of  works  to  improve  the  floatability 
of  streams  does  not  give  the  party  so  improving  them  an  exclusive 
right  to  their  use,  it  debars  all  others  from  using  such  works  without 
paying  for  the  privilege. 

4.  That  the  tolls  to  be  paid  for  using  such  streams  are  to  be 
regulated  by  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council,  and  in  fixing  such 
tolls  he  is  to  take  into  consideration  the  cost  of  building  and  main- 
taining the  works,  the  interest  on  the  outlay,  and  such  other  matters 
as  may  be  thought  just  to  all  parties. 

5.  That  the  logs  floated  through  such  improvements  may  be  held 
as  security  for  the  payment  of  all  such  charges. 

6.  That  rules  may  be  made  by  the  person  owning  the  works  for 
regulating  the  passage  of  logs,  so  that  one  man's  timber  may  not  in- 
terfere with  the  free  movement  of  another  man's  ;  such  regulations  being 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council. 
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A  REASONABLE  ACT. 

The  justice  of  such  an  Act  must  be  apparent  to  every  person.  It 
would  be  monstrous  to  permit  any  man,  taking  possession  of  a 
stream  and  building  works  to  improve  its  floatability,  to  shut  out 
from  the  markets  of  the  world  all  owners  of  timber  limits  lying  up  the 
stream.  The  people  of  Ontario  have  direct  interest  in  such  legislation. 
The  revenue  which  goes  into  the  Provincial  treasury  from  woods  and 
forests  amounts  to  over  half  a  million  dollars  annually.  To  allow  any 
per.- on  to  shut  out  lumber  that  must  reach  the  market,  if  it  reaches  it 
at  all,  through  streams  on  which  some  other  person  has  made  improve- 
ments, would  be  to  deprive  the  Province  of  a  portion  of  its  legitimate 
revenue  and  the  public  of  a  most  important  right. 

NECESSITY   FOR  THE  ACT. 

The  necessity  for  such  an  Act  in  the  public  interest  was  first  shown 
by  a  difficulty  existing  between  two  lumbermen  owning  large  timber 
limits  on  the  Mississippi — a  tributary  of  the  Ottawa.  It  seems  that 
one  of  them,  Peter  McLaren,  had  made  certain  improvements  on  this 
river  for  his  own  benefit  and  at  his  own  cost.  H.  C.  Caldwell,  the 
•other,  owned  limits  above  McLaren,  and  in  order  to  get  his  timber  to 
the  market  it  was  absolute  ly  necessary  to  pass  through  McLaren's  slides. 
He  was  willing  to  pay  for  the  use  of  McLaren's  improvements,  but  was 
refused  leave  ;  and  lest  he  should  proceed  to  use  them,  McLaren  applied 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  him.  The  case 
was  before  the  Courts  when  the  Streams  Bill  passed  the  Ontario  Legis- 
lature. Under  the  Act  Caldwell  or  any  one  else  would  have  the  right 
to  use  McLaren's  improvements  by  paying  for  the  use  of  them.  The 
only  way  McLaren  could  prevent  this  just  privilege  was  to  secure 

THE  DISALLOWANCE  OF  THE  BILL. 

He  is  a  well  known  and  influential  supporter  of  Sir  John's  ;  his 
counsel  also  was  a  prominent  member  of  the  party  ;  and  no  matter 
how  much  the  public,  as  well  as  Caldwell,  might  be  inconvenienced,  or 
how  much  the  revenue  of  Ontario  might  suffer,  the  disallowance  of  the 
Bill  must  be  secured.  Accordingly  McLaren  petitioned  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  and  on  the  17th  of  May,  six  weeks  after  the  Bill  had  been 
assented  to — without  giving  notice  to  the  Government  of  Ontario,  as 
Sir  John  Macdonald  declared  in  18b'8  should  be  done  and  as  had  always 
before  been  done,  and  without  waiting  for  the  pending  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  given  on  July  8  following  against  McLaren's  claims 
— the  Minister  of  Justice,  the  Hon.  James  Macdonald,  recommended 
the  disallow  mce  of  the  Bill  in  the  following  terms  : 

"  I  think  the  power  of  the  Local  Legislature  to  take  away  the  rights 
of  one  man  and  vest  them  in  another,  as  is  done  by  this  Act,  is  exceedingly 
doubtful  ;  but  assuming  that  such  a  right  does  in  strictness  exist,  I  think 
it  devolves  upon  the  Government  to  see  that  such  powers  are  not  exercised 
in  flagrant  violations  of  private  rights  and  national  justice,  especially  when, 
as  in  this  case,  in  addition  to  interfering  with  the  private  rights  alluded  to, 
the  Ace  overrides  a  decisiou  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  by  deelar- 
ing  retrospectively  that  the  law  always  was  and  is  different  from  that  laid 
down  by  the  Court." 

THE  REASONS  EXAMINED, 

In  looking  closely  at  the  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  it  will 
be  seen  that  he  based  his  disallowance  of  the  Bill  on  three  grounds  : 
1.  That  ic  interfered  with  private  rights  ;  2.  That  it  was  retrospective; 
and  3.  That  it  set  aside  a  judgment  of  the  Court.     In  regard  to  the 
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first  ground  it  must  be  said  that  interference  with  private  rights  was 
never  set  up  before  by  the  Government  as  a  reason  for  disallowance. 
By  the  British  North  America  Act,  "  property  and  civil  rights"  are 
exclusively  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Legislature,  and  it  was 
never  pretended  that  such  an  interference  was  any  ground  for  dis- 
allowing a  Provincial  Act.  Speaking  on  the  subject  of  provincial  rights, 
Mr.  Todd,  in  his  valuable  work  on  "  Parliamentary  Government  in 
the  Colonies,"  says  : 

"It  was  the  intention  of  the  Imperial  Government  (in  passing  the 
British  North  America  Act)  to  guard  from  invasion  all  rights  and  powers 
exclusively  conferred  upon  the  provincial  authorities,  and  to  provide  that 
the  reserved  right  of  interference  therewith  by  the  Dominion  Executive  or 
Parliament  should  not  be  exercised  in  the  interest  of  any  political  party,  or 
to  as  to  impair  the  principle  of  local  self-government." 

Besides,  during  the  last  fifteen  years,  scores  of  Bills  were  passed 
interfering  with  private  rights,  none  of  which  were  disallowed.  A  few 
of  these  may  be  mentioned. 

A  QUEBEC  ACT  WHICH  INTERFERED  WITH  PRIVATE  RIGHTS. 

A  Bill  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  Quebec  respecting  the  Union 
St.  Jacques  Society,  Montreal,  provided  for  the  enforced  commutation 
of  the  existing  rights  of  two  widow  ladies,  who,  at  the  time  it  was 
passed,  were  annuitants  of  the  society,  and  compelled  them  to  take 
such  a  sum  in  lieu  of  their  annuity  as  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Local 
Legislature,  just.  This  Bill  was  sanctioned  by  Sir  John  Macdonald, 
notwithstanding  its  interference  with  private  rights. 

AN  ONTARIO  ACT  WHICH  INTERFERED  WITH  PRIVATE  RIGHTS. 

The  Hon.  George  Goodhue,  by  his  will,  provided  that  his  property 
should  be  divided  in  a  particular  way.  Trustees  were  appointed  to 
•arry  out  the  conditions  and  trusts  of  the  will.  The  children  were 
dissatisfied  with  the  will,  and  by  an  agreement  between  themselves 
made  other  disposition  of  the  estate  ;  in  fact,  made  a  new  will  for  Mr, 
Goodhue.  They  applied  to  the  Local  Legislature  for  an  Act  to  con- 
firm such  disposition.  The  Bill  was  protested  against,  as  an  extra- 
ordinary and  unexampled  interference  with  private  rights,  by  one  of 
the  trustees  on  the  ground  that  it  was  retrospective,  that  it  created  a  new 
will,  that  it  took  the  property  out  of  the  hands  of  one  class  of  persons 
and  gave  it  to  another,  and  that  it  dealt  with  the  property  of  minors 
outside  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  The  Local  Legislature  passed  the 
Bill.  The  Lieutenant-Governor  sanctioned  it,  but  seemed  to  invite  its 
disallowance  by  the  Dominion  Government,  speaking  of  it  in  his  de- 
spatch "  as  very  objectionable,  and  forming  a  dangerous  precedent." 
The  trustees  petitioned  the  Dominion  Government  to  disallow  it,  but 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  to  whom,  as  Minister  of  Justice,  the  Bill  was  re- 
ferred, reported  that,  "  as  it  is  within  the  competence  of  the  Pro- 
rincial  Legislature,"  it  should  be  left  to  its  operation. 

THE  ONTARIO  ACT  THAT  INTERFERED  WITH  MUNICIPAL 
RIGHTS  AND  PROPERTY. 

Acting  under  the  authority  of  a  timber  license  received  from  the 
Government  of  the  late  Sandtield  Macdonald,  the  same  Peter  McLaren 
whose  case  is  now  under  consideration  proceeded  to  cut  down  tim- 
ber on  the  road  allowances  in  his  limit.  An  action  was  begun 
against  him  by  the  municipal  corporations  interested,  on  the  ground 
that  the  road  allowances  were  their  private  property.     Judgment  was- 
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given  in  their  favour  by  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Local  Government  had  no  right  to  grant  a  license  to  cut 
timber  on  property  that  did  not  belong  to  it.  The  case  was  carried  to 
ihe  Court  of  Appeal,  but,  while  pending,  the  Local  Legislature,  under 
6ie  direction  of  the  late  Sandtield  Macdonald,  and  at  the  instigation 
#f  McLaren,  passed  an  Act,  one  of  the  sections  of  which  reads  as 
follows  : 

"Every  Government  road  allowance  included  in  any  timber  license 
heretofore  granted  shall  be  deemed  to  be  and  to  have  been  ungranted 
fends." 

Here  was  property  that  belonged  to  a  municipality  leased  by  the 
Government  to  a  private  individual,  and,  while  the  case  was  pending 
before  the  Courts,  the  Legislature  passes  an  Act  transferring  the  pro- 
perty from  the  municipalities,  to  which  it  was  held  by  the  Courts  to 
belong,  to  this  same  Peter  McLaren.     The  second  section  provided : 

14  The  licensee  shall  be  deemed  to  have  and  to  have  had  all  rights  in  the 
trees,  timber,  lumber  thereon,  or  cut  thereon,  as  if  the  same  were  cut  on 
any  patented  land  of  the  Crown." 

That  was  an  Act  which  was  retrospective  in  its  operation,  which 
directly  interfered  with  private  rights,  which  took  property  from 
•ne  person  and  vested  it  in  another  without  compensation,  and  which 
overruled  the  laws  of  the  land,  the  rights  of  private  parties,  and  the 
judgment  of  the  Court.  The  Corporation  of  the  County  of  Frontenac 
petitioned  against  the  Act,  but  Sir  John  Macdonald  allowed  it  with 
all  its  objectionable  features.  In  his  memorandum  to  Council  on  this 
Bill  he  said  : 

"As  it  is  clearly  within  the  competence  of  the  Local  Legislature,  the 
«ndersigned  reccommends  that  it  be  left  to  its  operation." 

THE  NEW  BRUNSWICK  SCHOOL  BILL. 

Again,  by  an  Act  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  New  Brunswick  in 
1871,  the  Roman  Catholic  population  of  that  Province  felt  that  their 
rights  were  encroached  upon  by  being  required  to  contribute  for  the 
laaintenance  of  a  system  of  education  in  regard  to  which  they  had 
conscientious  scruples.  Looking  ao  the  matter  purely  from  a  consti- 
tutional stand-point,  Sir  John  Macdonald  said  on  the  20th  January, 
1872: 

"The  Provincial  Legislatures  have  exclusive  powers  to  make  laws  in 
relation  to  education  .  .  .  It  may  be  that  the  Act  in  question  may  act 
unfavorab'y  on  the  Catholics  or  on  other  religious  denominations,  and  if 
•o,  it  is  for  such  religious  bodies  to  appeal  to  the  Provincial  Legislature, 
which  has  the  sole  power  to  grant  redress.     .     .     . 

"The  sole  matter  which  presented  itself  to  the  Government  was 
whether,  according  to  the  British  North  America  Act  of  1867,  the  Legisla- 
ture of  New  Brunswick  had  exceeded  its  powers.  As  the  officer  primarily 
responsible  on  such  subjects,  he  could  only  say  that  he  had  taken  uniform 
•are  to  interfere  in  no  way  whatever  with  any  Act  passed  by  any  of  the 
Provincial  Legislatures  if  they  were  within  the  scope  of  their  jurisdiction. 
There  were  only  two  cases,  in  his  opinion,  in  which  the  Government  of 
Hie  Dominion  was  justified  in  advising  the  disallowance  of  local  Acts. 
First,  if  the  Act  was  unconstitutional,  and  there  had  been  an  excess  of 
tnrisdiction  ;  and,  second,  if  it  was  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  whole 
••minion. 

"In  the  case  of  measures  not  eoming  within  either  of  these  categories^ 
tJ*e  Government  would  fee  unwarranted  in  interfering  with  local  Legislation 
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"  In  the  present  case  there  was  not  a  doubt  that  the  New  Brunswick 
Legislature  had  acted  within  its  jurisdiction,  and  that  the  Act  was  con- 
titutionally  legal,  and  could  not  be  impugned  on  that  ground. 

"  On  the  second  ground  which  he  had  mentioned  in  which  he  con- 
sidered the  Dominion  Government  could  interfere,  it  could  not  be  held  that 
the  Act  in  any  way  prejudicially  affected  the  whole  Dominion,  because  it 
was  a  law  settling  the  common  school  system  of  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick  alone. 

"  The  Government  of  the  Dominion  could  not  act,  and  they  would 
have  been  guilty  of  a  violent  breach  of  the  constitution  if,  because  they 
held  a  different  opinion,  they  should  set  up  their  judgment  against  the 
solemn  decision  of  a  Province  in  a  matter  entirely  within  the  control  of 
that  Province." 

PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS  INVADED. 

It  is  quite  clear  that  the  disallowance  of  the  "Streams  Bill,"  as  it 
is  usually  called,  was  a  great  outrage  upon  the  right  of  the  Provinces 
to  self-government : 

1.  Because  the  Bill  was  admittedly  within  the  competence  of  the 
Provincial  Legislature. 

2.  It  did  not  "  take  one  man's  property  and  give  it  to  another  "  in 
the  sense  alleged  of  confiscating  McLaren's  property  ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  provided  compensation  based  on  the  value  of  the  improvements 
made,  the  cost  of  maintaining  such  work,  the  interest  upon  the 
investment,  and  all  other  just  considerations. 

3.  Even  if  the  Bill  had  been  an  invasion  of  private  rights,  it  was 
not  competent  for  the  Dominion  Government  to  disallow  it,  on  the 
basis  laid  down  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  himself,  and  according  to  the 
many  precedents  of  the  Department  of  Justice  during  the  last  fifteen 
years. 

4.  Although  the  Act  had  interfered  with  the  decision  of  a  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction,  yet  that  circumstance  would  not  bring  it 
within  the  class  of  cases  stated  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  in  1868,  as 
those  in  regard  to  which  the  prerogative  of  disallowance  should  be 
exercised.  But  since  the  disallowance  the  Court  of  Appeal  has  reversed 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  held  that  McLaren  never 
had  any  liyht  to  the  use  of  the  stream,  except  such  as  was  given  to  the 
whole  world.  The  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  contains  the 
following  statement : 

"  Having  reached  the  conclusion  that  all  streams  are  by  public  au- 
thority dedicated  as  highways  to  at  least  the  extent  essential  to  the  defence 
in  this  action,  I  have  only  further  to  remark  that  when  the  obstruction 
which  stood  in  the  way  of  the  enjoyment  of  the  legal  right  is  removed, 
when  the  traveller  by  land,  or  lumberer  seeking  to  flo.it  his  lumber  down  a 
stream,  finds  the  highway  unobstructed,  he  is  at  liberty,  in  my  judgment, 
to  make  use  of  it  without  inquiring  by  whom,  or  with  what  motive,  the 
way  has  been  made  practicable.  He  finds  the  rock  on  the  road  allowance 
blasted,  or  the  chasm  that  crossed  it  bridged,  and  he  pursues  his  journey 
along  the  highway  thus  improved  ;  or  he  finds  that  the  freshet  covers  all 
obstacles  with  a  sufficient  depth  of  water,  and  he  floats  his  Joes  down  the 
highway  thus  made  useful.  It  maybe  in  appearance  and  perhaps  in  reality 
rather  hard  on  the  man  at  whose  expense  what  was  a  highway  only  in  legal 
contemplation  becomes  one  ht  for  profitable  use,  that  he  has  to  allow  others 
to  share  in  the  advantage  without  contributing  to  the  cost.  That  is,  how- 
ever, a  matter  for  his  own  consideration  when  he  makes  the'improvement." 

WERE  LIKE  BILLS  DISALLOWED  BY  LIBERALS  ? 

But  :t  is  sa^d  that  during  the  Liberal  Administration,  like  bills 
were  disallowed,  and  that  the  Liberal  party  have  no  right  to  complain 
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if  these  precedents  are  followed.  It  is  not  true  that  during  the 
Liberal  Administration  like  bills  were  disallowed.  The  instance 
chietly  relied  upon  in  pretended  support  of  the  accusation  is  a  Bill 
passed  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  known  as  "An  Act  to  amend  the 
Land  Purchase  Act. "  That  Bill  was  not  disallowed.  The  Legislature 
(which  includes  the  Lieutenant-Governor)  had  not  enacted  it  into 
law.  On  the  contrary,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  without  instructions 
from  the  Federal  Government,  had  reserved  the  Bill,  instead  of  assent- 
ing to  it  ;  and  the  Dominion  Government,  not  approving  of  some 
things  in  the  Bill,  merely  declined  the  responsibility  of  giving  to  it 
the  vitality  which  the  Lieutenant-Governor  had  not  given  to  it. 

A  NEW  DOCTRINE  ASSERTED. 

It  is  said  that  this  inaction  of  the  Federal  Government  was  as 
objectionable  as  disallowing  the  Bill  would  have  been  if  it  had  re- 
ceived the  Lieutenant-Governor's  assent.  But  that  is  a  new  doctrine 
which  no  Canadian  statesman  had  laid  down  until  it  was  suggested  in 
excusing  the  disallowance  of  the  Streams  Act.  In  1873,  Sir  John 
Macdonald  and  his  Government  had  maintained  the  opposite  view. 
The  occasion  was  a  Bill  passed  under  very  peculiar  circumstances  by 
the  Ontario  Assembly,  for  incorporating  an  Orange  Association.  It 
was  not  a  Government  measure  or  a  party  measure;  five  out  of  the  six 
membersoftheGovernmenthadopposed.it,  though  unsuccessfully; 
and  it  was  such  a  measure  as  by  the  usage  theretofore  prevailing  in  all 
British  Provinces  a  Governor  or  Lieutenant-Governor  would  have  been 

BOUND  TO  RESERVE. 

But,  in  dealing  with  the  Bill,  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  Govern- 
ment held  that  under  the  British  North  America  Act  a  Bill  within 
the  competence  of  a  Provincial  Legislature  should  not  be  reserved  by 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  without  express  instructions  to  do  so ;  and  that 
in  case  of  a  Bill  being  reserved  without  such  instructions,  the  Governor- 
General  in  Council  might  properly  withhold  his  assent,  whether  ap- 
proving or  disapproving  of  the  Bill  on  its  merits  ;  and  accordingly  the 
assent  of  the  Governor  was  not  given  to  the  Orange  Bill.  The  Liberal 
party  in  their  turn  accepted  this  doctrine  so  iar  as  related  to  the  duty 
of  the  Lieutenant-Governor  not  to  reserve  such  Bills,  and  assumed, 
with  their  predecessors,  that  where  such  a  Bill  was  reserved,  the  assent 
of  the  Governor-General  might  properly  be  withheld — at  all  events 
where  the  Bill  contained  provisions  which  were  disapproved  of. 
ARE  PROVINCIAL  POWERS  A  SHAM  ? 

But  whatever  may  be  the  correct  rule  as  to  Bills  reserved,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  proper  rule  in  case  of  Bills  which  have  had 
the  assent  of  the  whole  Legislature,  including  the  Lieutenant-Governor. 
If  Acts  of  a  Provincial  Legislature,  dealing  with  subjects  purely  local, 
and  in  no  way  conflicting  with  Dominion  interests,  may  rightfully  be 
disallowed  at  the  whim  of  the  Federal  Minister  of  Justice,  or  on  the 
opinion  of  the  Federal  Government  as  to  the  merits  of  the  Act,  the 
supposed  powers  of  Provincial  Legislation  under  the  B.  N.  A.  Act  are 
a  sham,  and  one  of  the  most  cherished  attractions  of  Confederation  is 
destroyed . 

OUR  PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS. 

are  amongst  the  chief  jewels  of  our  constitution.  On  their  preserva- 
tion rest  the  prosperity  and  permanence  of  the  Confederation  ;  and 
the  most  valuable  of  these  rights,  that  on  which  all  else  depends,  is 
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the  right  of  effective  local  legislation  on  local  affairs.   By  the  disallow- 
ance of  the  Streams  Act  this  right  has  been  grievously  infringed. 

THE  TWO  CASES  NOT  PARALLEL. 

Besides,  that  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Bill  was  not  disallowed,  and 
therefore  cannot  possibly  afford  any  precedent  for  the  disallowance  of 
the  Streams  Act,  it  may  be  further  observed  that  there  was  nothing  in 
common  between  the  two  Bills. 

1.  The  Prince  Edward  Island  Act  chiefly  affected  some  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  who  were  not  residents  of  the  Dominion,  and  in  that 
respect  came  within  clause  7  of  the  Governor-General's  instructions 
from  the  Imperial  Government,  which  required  him  to  refuse  his 
assent  to  such  a  Bill. 

2.  The  rights  of  the  Crown  were  clearly  affected  by  it.  Under  14 
Vic,  cap.  3  of  the  Island,  the  quit  rents  reserved  to  the  Crown  by  the 
original  grant  were  assigned  to  the  Government  of  the  Province.  The 
"  Land  Purchase  Act  "  directed  the  Commissioners,  authorized  by  that 
Act,  to  consider  "  the  rents  reserved  in  the  original  grant,  and  how  far 
payment  of  the  same  has  been  remitted  by  the  Crown." 

3.  The  rights  of  the  Crown  were  affected  by  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  legislation  perhaps  injuriously.  In  the  case  of  the  Streams  Act 
the  very  purpose  of  it  was  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  Ontario  from  the  usurpation  of  a  private  citizen. 

4.  The  rights  of  the  parties  affected  by  the  Prince  Edward  Island 
Bill  were  not  preserved.  In  the  case  of  the  Streams  Bill  McLaren's 
rights  were  carefully  guarded,  and  privileges  accorded  to  him  which 
the  Court  of  Appeal  afterwards  decided  he  had  no  right  to  p-toim 

A  DANGEROUS  PRECEDENT. 

It  is  thus  clear  that  neither  by  precedent  nor  by  constitutional 
rule  was  the  Minister  of  Justice  justified  in  disallowing  the  Streams 
Act,  and  the  disallowance  of  it  on  the  ground  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Federal  Cabinet,  it  was  not  a  proper  Act,  has  created  a  dangerous 
precedent,  and  asserted  a  power  destructive  of  the  autonomy  of  the 
Province.  It  is  now  for  the  people  of  the  Provinces  to  decide  whether 
they  will  reject  or  endorse  this  infringement  of  Provincial  liberties. 


Dominion  Elections,  1882. 


EDWARD  BLAKE 


AND 


JjJLjiJ 


ANTI-MONOPOLY 


AND 


FROVINCIAL  RIGHTS. 


PAMPHLET  No.   2 : 


Hon.  Edward  Blake's  Address. 
The  Trade  Question. 
Special  Duties— Sugar,  Coal,  &c. 
The  Treaty-making  Power. 


GLOBE  PRINTING  COMPANY,  26  &  28  KING  STREET  EAST. 

1882. 


THE  ADDRESS 


OF    THE — 


LIBERAL  LEADER 


TO  THE  FREE  AND  INDEPENDENT  ELECTORS  OF 
WEST  DURHAM  : 

Gentlemen, 

The  Government,  which  but  a  brief  space  since  was  craving  a 
longer  trial  before  judgment,  has  prematurely  dissolved  Parliament, 
and  precipitated  a  general  election. 

For  what  reason  ?     Because  it  felt  that  it  would  be  weaker  next 

year  than  it  is  to-day,  and  that  its  only  chance  of  victory  lay  in   a 

surprise  !     But  it  has  not  ventured  to  appeal  to  the  constituency  of 

1878. 

IT  HAS  PACKED  THE  JURY. 

By  an  iniquitous  measure  it  has  concentrated  in  a  few  districts 
large  numbers  of  Liberal  voters,  in  order  to  weaken  the  effective 
Reform  strength  in  many  ridings,  to  impair  the  prospects  of  election 
of  leading  Liberals,  and,  if  possible,  to  turn  a  minority  of  the  people 
into  a  majority  in  Parliament. 

For  these  purposes  it  has  disregarded  the  county  bounds,  dis- 
turbed the  electoral  districts,  and  violated  long-standing  associations 
of  friendship,  business,  and  convenience  throughout  the  greater  part 
of  Ontario. 

But  even  this  was  not  enough. 

Repealing  the  law  which  makes  sheriffs  and  registrars  the  return- 
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ing-officers,  it  has  taken  power  to  appoint  where  it  pleases  its  own 
nominees  to  do  its  work,  and  to  re-enact  the  scenes  of  ten  years  ago 
when  men  defeated  at  the  polls  in  Muskoka  and  West  Peterboro'  were 
made  into  members  of  Parliament  by  the  will  of  these  officials. 

Such  acts  are  subversive  of  those  principles  of  justice,  equality 
and  fair  play  on  which  our  constitution  rests,  and  which  give  a  moral 
sanction  to  the  laws. 

They  show  that  Government,  notwithstanding  all  its  boasts,  feels 
itself  beaten  in  a  fair  fight,  and  so  attempts  foul  play. 

We  are  appealing  to  all  good  men,  without  distinction  of  party 
to  rebuke  this  gross  abuse  of  power,  and  to  show  its  authors  that 
though  they  may  exchange  townships  and  cut  up  counties  as  they  like, 
the  votes  of  the  electors  on  whom  they  count  cannot  be  transferred  to 
the  supporters  of  iniquities  like  these. 

vV  e  are  calling  not  only  for  an  enthusiastic,  vigorous  and  organ- 
ized effort  on  the  part  of  Reformers,  but  also  for  the  support  of  many, 
heretofore  indifferent  or  hostile,  who  will  yet  decline  to  become  accom- 
plices in  this  transaction.  And  our  call  is  answered  !  Such  a  spirit 
has  been  aroused  among  the  people  at  large  as  I  have  not  seen  before — 
such  a  spirit  as  warrants  the  belief  that  the  attempt  will  fail  of  its 
base  purpose,  and  will  recoil  with  just  severity  on  the  heads  of  the 
concocters  and  supporters  of  the  plot ! 

BROKEN  FLEBGES  AND  ADDED  BURDENS. 

On  what  do  the  Government  ask  a  renewal  of  your  confidence  I 

On  a  record  of  broken  pledges  and  of  added  burdens. 

They  promised  that  they  would  not  increase  the  rate  of  taxation  ; 
they  have  enormously  increased  it. 

They  denounced  the  former  scale  of  expenditure  ;  they  have 
largely  raised  it. 

They  declaimed  against  the  additions  which  were  made  to  the 
public  charge  in  order  to  carry  out  a  policy  and  engagements  settled 
under  their  own  former  rule,  and  left  by  them  as  legacies  to  their 
successors  in  1873  ;  they  have  greatly  added  to  that  charge,  and  have, 
as  far  as  in  them  lay,  ensured  the  recurrence  of  a  period  of  severe 
financial  difficulty  and  distress. 

They  boast  of  an  increased  revenue  ;  due,  so  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned, to  increased  taxation  only. 


They  boast  of  an  enlarged  prosperity  ;  due  not  to  them,  but  to  the 
general  revival  of  trade  throughout  the  world,  to  large  products  at  home, 
and  high  prices  abroad. 

THE  PACZFZO  RAILWAY  CONTRACT. 

They  pride  themselves  on  their  Pacific  Railway  contract.  I  con- 
demn that  bargain  as  improper,  being  made  in  secret,  without  public 
tender,  contrary  to  the  existing  policy  of  the  people  and  of  Parliament, 
and  opposed  to  the  provisions  of  the  law.  I  condemn  it  as  extravagantr 
since  the  enterprise  will  cost  us  sixty  million  dollars  and  twenty-five 
million  acres  of  the  choicest  lands,  while  the  road  is  to  belong  to  the 
company  which  will  realize  the  cost  of  its  part  of  the  work  out  of  its 
land  and  money  subsidies. 

I  condemn  it  as  outrageous,  in  conferring  on  the  company  a  prac- 
tical monopoly,  for  twenty  years,  of  the  trade  of  our  North-West  Ter. 
ritories,  and  large  privileges  and  exemptions  very  valuable  to  them  and 
still  more  detrimental  to  the  public. 

I  condemn  it  as  indefensible,  being  consummated  in  the  face  of  a 
tender  to  perform  the  same  obligations  for  three  million  dollars  less 
money,  for  three  million  acres  less  land,  without  the  monopoly  of  trade 
without  the  exemptions  from  taxation,  and  on  other  conditions  much 
more  favorable  than  those  of  the  contract. 

I  condemn  it  as  premature,  since  the  true  policy  was  to  provide  for 
the  rapid  completion  of  the  line  from  Thunder  Bay  and  for  the  im- 
mediate construction  of  railways  through  the  prairie,  and  by  securing  the 
early  development  and  settlement  of  the  North-West  to  give  value  to 
our  lands  and  a  traffic  for  the  road  before  contracting  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  eastern  and  western  ends. 

The  progress  of  the  North-West  is  due  to  the  work  we  did  and 
proposed  to  do. 

The  difficulties  and  drawbacks  whiffo  exist — very  serious  now  and 
far  more  serious  in  the  future — are  due  to  the  obnoxious  terms  of  the 
contract. 

One  short  year  has  vindicated  our  policy  !  Who  can  doubt  that, 
had  it  been  adopted,  we  could  to-day  make  a  bargain  for  the  undertak- 
ing infinitely  better  than  that  to  which  we  are  now  committed  ?  The 
Government  and  Parliament  declined  to  give  you  an  opportunity  of 


deciding  on  the  question.  We  have  now  to  ask  the  popular  judgment 
on  the  men  who  refused  that  opportunity  and  consummated  that  con- 
tract 

THE  TRADE  QUESTION. 

You  know  well  that  I  do  not  approve  of  needless  restrictions  on 
our  liberty  of  exchanging  what  we  have  for  what  we  want,  and  do  not 
see  that  any  substantial  application  of  the  restrictive  principle  has  been 
or  can  be,  made  in  favor  of  the  great  interests  of  the  mechanic,  the 
laborer,  the  farmer,  the  lumberman,  the  ship-builder,  or  the  fisherman. 
But  you  know  also  that  I  have  fully  recognized  the  fact  that  we  are 
obliged  to  raise  yearly  a  great  sum,  made  greater  by  the  obligation 
imposed  on  us  by  this  Government  ;  and  that  we  must  continue  to 
provide  this  yearly  sum  mainly  by  import  duties,  laid  to  a  great  ex: 
tent  on  goods  similar  to  those  which  can  be  manufactured  here  ;  and 
that  it  results  as  a  necessary  incident  of  our  settled  fiscal  system  that 
there  must  be  a  large,  and,  as  I  believe,  in  the  view  of  moderate  pro- 
tectionists, an  ample  advantage  to  the  home  manufacturer. 

Our  adversaries  wish  to  present  to  you  an  issue  as  between  the 
present  tariff  and  absolute  free  trade. 

That  is  not  the  true  issue. 

Free  trade  is,  as  I  have  repeatedly  explained,  for  us  impossible  ; 
and  the  issue  is  whether  the  present  tariff  is  perfect,  or  defective  and 
unjust. 

I  believe  it  to  be  in  some  important  respects  defective  and  unjust 

We  expressed  our  views  last  session  in  four  motions,  which  de- 
clare that  articles  of  such  prime  necessity  as  fuel  and  breadstuffs 
should  be  free  ;  that  the  sugar  duties  should  be  so  adjusted  as  to 
relieve  the  consumer  from  some  part  of  the  enormous  extra  price  he 
s  now  liable  to  pay  to  a  few  refiners  ;  that  the  exorbitant  and  un- 
equal duties  on  the  lower  grades  of  cottons  and  woollens  should  be  so 
changed  as  to  make  them  fairer  to  the  masses,  who  now  pay  on  the 
cheapest  goods  taxes  about  twice  as  great  in  proportion  as  those  which 
the  rich  pay  on  the  finest  goods  ;  and  that  the  duties  on  such  materials 
as  iron,  which  is  in  universal  use,  should  be  reduced,  so  as  to  enable 
the  home  manufacturer,  to  whom  it  is  a  raw  material,  to  produce  a 
cheaper  article  for  the  benefit  of  his  home  consumer  and  the  eL- 
^ouragement  of  his  foreign  trade. 
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I  believe  that  by  changes  of  the  character  I  have  indicated  mono- 
poly and  extravagant  prices  would  be  checked,  a  greater  measure  of 
fair  play  and  justice  to  all  classes  would  be  secured,  and  the  burden 
of  taxation  would  be  better  adjusted  to  the  capacity  of  the  people  who 
are  to  pay.  Depend  upon  it,  a  day  will  come  when  by  sharp  and 
bitter  experience  we  shall  learn  the  truth  ;  and  many  who  even  now 
applaud  will  then  condemn  these  particular  incidents  of  the  tariff. 

But  I  believe  that  our  brief  experience  has  already  convinced  many 
former  supporters  of  the  need  of  amendment,  and  that  a  majority  of 
the  intelligent  electors  are  in  favor  of  such  modifications  in  the  direc- 
tion I  have  pointed  out  as  may  be  made  with  a  due  regard  to  the  legiti- 
mate interests  of  all  concerned. 

THE  NORTH-WEST  LAND  POLICY. 

I  challenge  the  North-West  land  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
has  in  various  forms  given  facilities  for  speculation,  whereby  great  areas 
of  the  choicest  lands  are  falling  into  the  hands  of  middlemen,  who  will 
hold  them  till  they  exact  from  the  immigrant  large  profits,  thus  at  once 
retarding  the  development  of  the  country  and  lessening  the  prosperity 
of  the  settler. 

Our  motto  is,  "The  land  for  the  settler  ;  the  price  for  the 

PUBLIC." 

CIVIL  SERVICE  REFORM. 

The  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  shows  that  the  existing, 
system  has  resulted  in  bad  appointments,  extravagant  salaries,  the  re- 
tention of  unfit  officers,  the  discouragement  of  many  deserving  men, 
and  great  injury  to  the  public.  It  shows  that  the  true  remedy  is  the 
abolition  of  political  patronage,  the  substitution  of  appointments  by 
merit,  and  the  reorganization  of  the  system. 

Agreeing  in  the  main  with  these  views,  I  believe  that  the  new  Act 
which  proceeds  on  other  lines,  will  not  remedy  the  admitted  evils. 

Provision  is  needed  to  prevent  improper  practices  in  connection 
with  tenders  and  contracts  for  public  works  ;  but  the  Government  has 
thwarted  such  legislation. 

Those  who  have  not  forgotten  the  events  of  1872  will  know  the 
reason  why. 

PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS, 

Our  provincial  rights  are  amongst  the  chief  jewels  of  our  constitu- 
tion ;  and  on  their  preservation  rest  the  prosperity  and  the  permanence 
of  the  Confederation. 


Of  these  the  most  valuable — that  indeed  on  which  all  else  depends 
—is  the  right  of  effective  local  legislation  on  local  affairs. 

This  right  has  been  grievously  infringed  by  the  disallowance  oi 
the  Streams  Act,  which  dealt  with  a  subject  purely  local,  and  in  no 
wise  conflicted  with  Dominion  interests. 

Its  disallowance,  on  the  ground  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Federal 
Cabinet  it  was  not  a  proper  Act,  creates  a  dangerous  precedent,  and 
asserts  a  power  destructive  of  the  autonomy  of  the  Provinces. 

The  majority  of  the  late  Parliament  sanctioned,  while  we  de- 
nounced, that  disallowance. 

It  is  now  for  the  people  to  decide  whether  they  will  abandon  or 
regain  their  threatened  liberties. 

THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

The  respective  Governments  some  years  ago  submitted  the 
boundary  question  to  the  judgment  of  a  commission  of  eminent, 
able,  and  impartial  men.  The  fact  was  communicated  to. and  discussed 
in  Parliament,  and  although  several  sessions  elapsed  no  adverse 
motion  was  proposed.  On  the  contrary,  Parliament  without  dissent 
voted  the  moneys  necessary  to  carry  on  the  reference,  and  thus  adopted 
the  policy. 

It  was  the  received  opinion  that  the  natural,  reasonable  and  cus- 
tomary mode  of  settling  an  international  question  by  arbitration  would 
not  be  thereafter  questioned. 

The  award  was  made  in  1878  ;  the  present  Government  in  1879 
declined  to  state  its  policy  on  the  question  ;  in  1880  it  promoted  the 
appointment  of  a  partisan  Committee  of  Inquiry  ;  in  1881  it  brought 
Manitoba  into  the  controversy  by  its  mode  of  enlarging  her  eastern 
limits  ;  then  it  announced  the  opinion  that  Ontario  did  not  comprise 
even  her  old  settlements  in  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  William  ;  and 
at  length,  in  1882,  it  took  courage  to  declare  to  Parliament  that  the 
award  should  be  disregarded  in  order  to  a  struggle  to  contract,  if  pos- 
sible, within  those  narrow  bounds  the  limits  of  our  Province. 

The  majority  in  the  late  Parliament  has  sanctioned,  while  we 
have  condemned  this  action.  It  is  for  the  people  to  decide  whether 
the  reference  and  award  shall  be  repudiated  or  respected. 


REFORM  OF  THE  SENATE. 

The  Senate  is  constituted  on  the  principle  of  appointment  for  life 
by  the  Administration  of  the  day,  thus  creating  a  legislative  body 
responsible  to  no  one,  without  provision  to  secure  effective  Federal 
representation,  or  the  necessary  degree  of  harmony  between  the  two 
Chambers. 

I  think  this  plan  defective,  and  out  of  keeping  with  the  true  prin- 
ciples of  popular  government  as  at  this  time  developed. 

I  do  not  propose  that  the  Provinces  should  be  deprived  of  the 
right,  which  many  value,  of  Federal  representation  in  the  present  pro- 
portions, in  a  second  chamber  ;  but  I  would  advocate  the  reduction  of 
its  numbers,  and  the  election  by  the  people  of  its  members.  Our  own 
experience  in  Old  Canada  gives  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  this  plan. 

THE  TRUE  NATIONAL  FOZ.ZCY. 

I  am  in  favor  of  a  true  national  policy  and  of  every  measure  tend- 
ing to  the  real  progress  of  our  country  and  the  fulfilment  of  its  great 
destiny. 

The  other  day  I  gave  my  heart  and  voice  for  the  assertion  of  our 
right,  as  members  of  the  Empire,  to  express  our  views  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland,  a  truly  Imperial  question,  beyond  our  legislative  competence, 
indeed,  but  in  which,  notwithstanding,  we  have  from  many  points  of 
view  a  most  substantial  interest ;  and  I  congratulate  you  on  the  action 
to  which  Parliament  agreed. 

It  is  a  main  ingredient  in  our  national  progress  that  we  should 
secure  a  larger  trade  and  a  freer  access  to  the  markets  of  the  world. 

Our  efforts  in  this  direction  have  hitherto  been  abortive. 

I  believe  that  a  fuller  freedom  to  manage  for  ourselves  this  part  of 
our  own  affairs  would  give  a  better  prospect  of  success  ;  and,  as  advo- 
cates of  a  truly  national  policy,  we  have  recorded  these  views  in  a  mo- 
tion, which  was  defeated  in  Parliament,  but  for  which  I  ask  a  verdict 
at  the  polls. 

Gentlemen,  the  occasion  is  a  grave  one. 

To  the  people  is  now  remitted  the  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
conduct  of  its  rulers  and  of  settling  the  lines  on  which  public  affairs 
shall  be  conducted,  for  five  years  at  any  rate,  and  mayhap  for  a  much 
longer  time. 


I  hope  to  be  able,  before  the  close  of  the  election,  to  explain  at 
greater  length  my  opinions  on  public  affairs ;  but  I  have  thought  it 
right,  at  the  earliest  moment,  to  state  frankly  my  views  on  some  im- 
portant questions  as  fully  as  is  compatible  within  the  limits  of  an 
address. 

I  cannot  expect  every  one,  even  of  my  own  supporters,  to  concur 
entirely  in  every  sentiment  I  express. 

Men's  minds  are  not  so  constituted  that  one  can  hope  to  secure 
such  absolute  and  complete  assent. 

It  is  on  a  large,  general,  and  comprehensive  view  that  we  must 
act.  If  in  the  main  you  differ  from  me,  it  is  your  duty  to  reject  me  as 
unsuited  for  your  service  ;  and  I  shall  accept  your  decision  with  un- 
feigned respect  and  unabated  friendship. 

But  if  in  the  main  you  value  the  principles  and  approve  the  policy 
I  have  announced  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  condemn  the  fraud  which 
would  cheat  our  people  of  a  fair  lepresentation,  the  wrong  which  would 
deprive  us  of  our  Provincial  rights,  the  injustice  which  would  repudi- 
ate an  international  award,  the  crime  which  has  placed  our  future  in 
the  North- West  in  the  hands  of  a  great  monopoly  ;  the  additions,  in 
breach  of  solemn  pledge,  to  taxation,  expenditure,  and  public  charge  ; 
the  schemes  which  substitute  for  the  good  of  the  masses  and  for  fair 
taxation,  the  aggrandizement  of  the  few  and  the  rich  and  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  many  and  the  poor  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  give  your  voices 
for  freedom  and  justice,  for  retrenchment  and  reform,  for  fair  play  and 
equal  rights,  for  real  progress  and  true  national  development — then  I 
ask  for  your  support,  and  will  do  what  in  me  lies  to  justify  your  deci- 
sion. 

And  in  the  hope  and  belief  that  such  will  be  your  verdict, 

I  am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  faithful  servant, 
Toronto,  May  22,  1882.  EDWARD  BLAKE. 


THE  TRADE  QUESTION. 


A  Revenue  Tariff  versus  a  Monopoly  Tariff. 


CAUSES  OF  DEPRESSION  AND   BAD  TIMES. 


Causes  of  Eevival  and  Good  Times— Has  the  Farmer  a 

Home  Market?— Have  Grain  Duties  Benefited  the 

Farmer?— Were  Increased  Duties  Needed 

for  Kevenue  ?    Manufactures 

before  the  N.  P. 

In  the  discussion  of  matters  relating  to  the  trade  policy  of  Canada, 
it  must  ever  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  issue  involved  is  not  one  between 
absolute  free  trade  and  protection  pure  and  simple.  The  circumstances 
of  this  country  are  such  that  a  large  annual  revenue  is  required  to  pay 
the  interest  upon  the  public  debt  and  the  expenses  of  the  Government. 
A  large  sum  must  be  raised  chiefly  from  duties  upon  imports,  and  the 
question  at  issue  between  the  Liberal  and  the  Tory  party  is,  whether  we 
shall  have  an  enlightened  revenue  tariff  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the 
necessary  amount  of  national  income,  or  whether  we  shall  have  a  purely 
protective  tariff  with  high  duties,  levied  rather  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
cluding goods  from  our  markets  than  for  collecting  moderate  and  fair 
duties  upon  importations.     As  to 

THE  RATE  OF  DUTIES  THAT  MUST  BE  IMPOSED 

under  a  revenue  tariff  in  order  to  meet  our  requirements,  it  is  quite 
clear  it  must  be  high.  Under  the  tariff  proposed  by  the  Liberal  party, 
all  the  manufacturing  industries  of  Canada  would  receive  a  fair  degree 
of  protection — indeed,  quite  high  enough  to  satisfy  all  legitimate  re- 
quirements, especially  as  coal  would  be  admitted  free,  while  iron  and 
other  raw  materials,  if  not  placed  upon  the  free  list,  would  be  charged 
low  rates  of  duty.  In  fact,  such  a  fiscal  policy  can  be  devised  as  will 
ensure  to  the  manufacturing  industries  of  Canada  more  prosperity 
than  is  enjoyed  under  the  present  tariff.  The  Liberal  party  most 
heartily  desires  to  see  all  the  great  business  interests  of  Canada  pros- 
perous. It  desires  for  them  the  utmost  possible  development  that  can 
be  attained  without  the  aid  afforded  by  imposing  unjust  burdens  upon 
the  people  ;  and  consideration  fair  and  just  would  be  given  to  every 
Canadian  interest.     The  attempt  made  by  the  Tory  leaders  and  press 


to  create  the  belief  that  the  Liberal  party  is  hostile  to  manufacturing 
interests,  or  indeed  to  any  legitimate  interest  in  Canada,  is  most  unfair. 
The  desire  is  to  adopt  a  policy  that  will  promote  the  general  good. 
WE  HAD  MANUFACTURES  BEFORE  THE  N.  P. 

Canadian  industries  were  not  created  by  the  N.  P.,  but  had  reached 
a  very  extensive  development  before  it  was  even  dreamed  of.  The 
census  of  1871  shows  that  our  manufactures  amounted  to  $221,000,000 
that  year,  and  gave  employment  to  189,000  persons.  This  great  develop- 
ment was  reached  under  a  purely  revenue  tariff,  with  duties  of  only  15 
per  cent,  for  the  greater  part  of  the  time.  It  can  be  most  conclusively 
proved  that  during  the  period  of  commercial  depression,  from"  1875  to 
1878,  our  manufactures  were  more  fully  employed  and  were  paying 
better  dividends  than  were  corresponding  establishments  in  the  United 
States,  where  an  extreme  protective  policy  prevailed,  and  it  is  demon- 
strable that  the  increase  in  business  and  the  starting  of  new  indus- 
tries in  Canada  have  not  in  the  aggregate  been  greater  since 

THE  REVIVAL  IN  BUSINESS 

came  than  would  have  been  the  case  had  a  revenue  tariff  remained  in 
force,  with  raw  material  admitted  free.  It  is  possible,  indeed,  that 
hififh  duties  have  given  an  abnormal  development  to  cotton  and  sugar 
refining  interests,  but  this  has  been  secured  at  heavy  loss  to  the  con- 
sumer, and  has  been  fully  counterbalanced,  through  the  increased  cost 
of  living,  and  the  duties  upon  iron,  coal  and  other  materials,  by  its  de- 
pressing effect  upon  founders,  machinists  and  agricultural  implement 
manufacturers  who  were  not  pets  of  a  powerful  Government. 

THE  CAUSES  OF  BAD  TIMES. 

The  Tory  press  and  leaders  never  tire  in  making  the  false  and 
absurd  charge  that  the  depression  existing  between  1874  and  1878  was 
due  to  the  policy  of  the  Mackenzie  Government.  Had  the  depression 
been  confined  to  Canada  there  would  have  been  some  color  for  the 
charge.  But  it  originated  in  that  protected-to-death  country,  the 
United  States,  in  September,  1873,  and  spread  from  thence  over  the 
whole  commercial  world.  No  change  in  the  policy  of  Canada  that 
could  injuriously  affect  our  interests  was  made.  The  Government  was 
economical.  Instead  of  bolstering  up  a  declining  revenue  by  taxing 
the  people,  the  national  expenditure  was  cut  down,  or  confined  to  the 
smallest  possible  amounts.  The  expenditure  for  1878,  Mr.  Mackenzie's 
last  year,  was  only  $186,842  greater  than  the  expenditure  for  1874,  his 
first  year. 

EXPENDITURE  UNDER  THE  MACKENZIE  (REFORM)  GOVERNMENT. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1874 $23,316,316 

1875 23,718,071 

"         "  "  1876 24,488,372 

"         "  "  1877 23,510,301 

"         "  "  1878 23,503,158 

EXPENDITURE  UNDER  THE  MACDONALD  (TORY)  GOVERNMENT. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1879 $24,455,381 

"         "  "        1880 24,850,634 

1881 25,502,554 

"         "  "         1882  (by  estimates) 27,672,213 

"        a  "        1883  (by  estimates  and  special  Acts)     29,011,486 


This  table  shows  the  increases  under  the  Macdonald  Administra- 
tion over  the  last  year  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration  to  be  as  fol- 
lows : 

Year  ending  June  30,  1879 $      952,223 

"         "  "        1880 1,347,476 

"         "  "        1881 1,999,396 

"         "  "         1882  (by  estimates) 4,169,055 

"         "  "        1883  (by  estimates  and  special  Acts)       5,508,327 

The  supplementary  estimates  to  May  5th,  1882,  ar6  included,  but 
further  estimates  of  large  amount  for  1883  will  be  brought  down  next 
session. 

The  only  change  made  by  the  Mackenzie  Government  in  the  tariff 
under  which  Canada  had  prospered  was  an  increase  in  1874  of  2£  per  cent, 
with  some  minor  changes  which  gave  all  the  additional  protection 
required  at  that  time. 

THE  PANIC  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

which  began  in  September  1873,  was  chiefly  due  to  enormous  unpro- 
ductive investments  in  railway  speculation,  and  to  the  inflated  and 
unhealthy  condition  of  the  manufacturing  interests,  which  were  greatly 
in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  country —  the  result  of  extreme 
protection.  It  was  aggravated  and  prolonged  by  an  irredeemable  cur- 
rency, unstable  and  fluctuating  in  value.  So  severe  was  the  depression 
that  2,000,000  men  were  said  to  have  been  thrown  out  of  employment. 
As  the  United  States  was  the  chief  market  for  our  barley  and  lumber, 
two  very  large  Canadian  interests,  the  depression  and  consequent  fall 
in  prices  there  could  not  fail  seriously  to  affect  us.  So  serious  indeed 
was  the  decline  in  the  value  of  lumber  alone,  that 

OUR  LUMBERMEN  LOST  MONEY 

steadily  for  years.  Many  of  them  became  bankrupt,  and  great  num- 
bers were  driven  to  the  verge  of  insolvency.  This  was  a  result  which 
no  tariff  that  a  human  being  could  devise  could  have  prevented  for  one 
moment.  American  financial  and  industrial  difficulties  gradually 
brought  on  a  depression  in  England,  where  there  was  no  tariff  at  all, 
and  that  also  reacted  on  us.  To  add  to  the  trouble  we  had  a  short  har- 
vest in  1876,  when  we  failed  to  raise  our  own  bread  ;  while  two  others, 
those  of  1874  and  1877,  were  below  the  average.  This  suufliciently 
accounts  for  the  hard  times,  and  it  was  entirely  beyond  the  power  of 
the  Canadian  Government  to  avert  the  depression,  because  it  resulted 
from  causes  within  Canada  and  outside  of  it  that  were  entirely  beyond 
human  control. 

THE  CAUSES  OF  REVIVAL  AND  GOOD  TIMES. 

While  the  depression  in  the  United  States,  where  there  was  the 
highest  piotective  tariff  in  the  world,  and  in  Canada  where  there  was 
a  revenue  tariff,  and  in  England  where  there  was  no  tariff  at  all,  was  due 
to  causes  entirely  beyond  the  control  of  any  or  all  three  of  the  Govern- 
ments, the  return  of  prosperity  was  also  due  to  causes  entirely  independ- 
ent of  any  or  all  of  the  fiscal  policies  in  the  countries  named.  On  the 
1st  of  January,  1879,  the  United  States  returned  to  specie  payment. 
The  period  of  depression  had  continued  with  great  severity  for  over 
five  years,  but  immediately  upon  this  step  being  taken  a  wholesome 
reaction  commenced,  and  a  period  of  great  prosperity  set  in  and  has 
continued  till  the  present  moment.     One  of  the  results  was  that  higher 


prices  were  paid  for  barley,  lumber,  and  all  of  our  productions  that  find 
a  market  in  the  United  States.  The  advance  in  the  vajue  of  lumber, 
our  largest  industry,  was  very  great,  and  for  two  yeaffl  past  the  aver- 
age price  in  Canada  has  been  at  least  one-half  higher  than  the  average 
price  from  1874  to  1878.  Since  1878  two  bad  harvests  in  England  have 
created  an  unusual  demand  for  our  breadstuffs,  which  were  abundant, 
as  Canada  happened  to  have  more  than  average  harvests.  The  result 
of  the  new  demand  from  the  States  and  from  Great  Britain  for  our 
chief  products  was  so  large  an  increase  in  the  export  of  the  produce  of 
the  forest  and  field,  that  it  was  alone  sufficient  to  bring  about  great 
improvement  in  business. 

THE  GRAIN  EXPORTS  OF  TWO  PERIODS. 

If  we  compare  the  exports  of  breadstuffs  during  Mr.  Mackenzie's 
Administration  with  the  period  since  then  we  shall  find  a  remarkaole 
contrast.  To  arrive  at  the  actual  net  export  of  the  country,  the  total 
import  is  deducted  from  the  total  export,  the  balance  being  the  actual 
net  export.  For  the  two  periods,  viz.,  1874  to  1878,  and  1879  to  Dec. 
31st,  1881,  the  total  net  export  from  Canada  of  grain,  flour  and  meal  of 
all  kinds,  in  round  numbers,  was  as  follows  : 


FOR    THE     FIVE    YEARS     OF    THE 
MACKENZIE   ADMINISTRATION. 

Fiscal  year  ending  June  30th  : 

1874 $11,914,000 

1875 8,967,000 

1876 13,853,000 

1877 2,597,000 

1878 12,261,000 


$49,592,000 


THREE  AND  A  HALF  YEARS  OF   THE 
MACDONALD    ADMINISTRATION. 

Fiscal  year  ending  June  30th  : 

1879 $14,877,000 

1880 17,021,000 

1881 13,748,000 

July  1st  to  Dec.  31st : 

1881 14,700,000 

$60,346,000 


The  net  export  of  grain,  flour  and  meal  during  the  five  years  of 
the  Mackenzie  Administration  was,  therefore,  $10,754,000  less  than 
during  the  three  and  a  half  years  of  the  Macdonald  Administration, 
ending  31st  December  last.     If  we  take  the 

EXPORT  OF  AGRICULTURAL  PRODUCTS 


And  of  animals  and  their  produce,  the  produce  of  Canada,  for  the  two 
periods,  as  given  in  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  we  shall  find 
the  following  results  : 


EXPORTS   OF   ANIMALS   AND   THEIR 
PRODUCE  FOR  THE  FIRST  PERIOD. 

Year  ending  June  30  : 

1874 $14,679,169 

1875 12,700,507 

1876 13,517,654 

1877 14,220,617 

1878 14,019,851 

$69,137,804 


EXPORTS    OF   ANIMALS    AND    THEIR 
PRODUCE  FOR  THE  SECOND  PERIOD# 

Year  ending  June  30  : 

1879 $14,100,604 

1880 17  607,507 

1881 21,360,219 

July  1  to  Dec  31  : 

1881 13,175,279 


$66,243,679 


EXPORT     OP     AGRICULTURAL     PRO- 
DUCTS  FOR   THE   FIRST   PERIOD. 

Year  ending  June  30  : 

1874 $19,590,142 

1875 17,258,358 

1876 21,139,665 

1877 14,689,376 

1878 18,008,754 


EXPORT     OF     AGRICULTURAL     PRO- 
DUCTS  FOR   THE  SECOND   PERIOD. 

Year  ending  June  30  : 

1879 $19,628,464 

1880...  22,294,328 

1881 21,268,327 

July  1  to  Dec.  31  : 

1881 18,786,705 


$90,676,295  $81,977,824 

From  the  above  tables  we  have  the  following  results:  Annual 
average  of  the  exports,  animals  and  their  produce,  1874  to  187^, 
6  years,  $13,827,56  ;  annual  average  export  of  same,  1879  to  Dec.  31, 
1881,  3^  years,  $18,926,767  ;  excess  of  annual  average  of  export  of 
animals  and  their  produce,  the  produce  of  Canada,  during  the  latter 
period  as  compared  with  the  former  period,  $5,099,207.  Annual 
average  of  the  export  agricultural  products,  the  produce  of  Canada, 
1874  to  1878,  5  years,  $18,135,258  ;  annual  average  of  the  export  of 
the  same,  1879,  to  Dec.  31,  1881,  3^  years,  $23,422,234  ;  excess  of 
annual  average  of  export  of  agricultural  products,  the  produce  of 
Canada,  during  the  latter  period,  as  compared  with  the  former,  $5,286,- 
976.  The  annual  excess  of  the  export  of  animals  and  their  produce 
and  of  agricultural  products,  the  produce  of  Canada,  during  the  period 
of  the  Macdonald  Administration,  as  compared  with  the  Mackenzie 
Administration,  was  $10,386,183.  The  largely  increased  value  of  the 
exports  of  the  country  as  shown  by  the  above  tables,  taken  from  the 
Government  Returns,  was,  therefore,  quite  sufficient  to  bring  about  the 
revival  of  business  and  the  era  of  prosperity  we  now  enjoy. 

RIGID  ECONOMY  PRACTISED. 

There  was  also  another  cause  for  recovery  from  prostration — one 
always  present  in  cases  of  commercial  depression,  and  one  of  itself 
quite  sufficient  to  cure  the  evil,  vv  e  refer  to  rigid  economy  and  re- 
trenchment of  expenses  on  the  part  of  the  people.  Commercial 
depressions  are  caused  mainly  by  overtrading,  private  extravagance, 
and  reckless  public  expenditure.  The  best  remedy  for  these  evils 
is  a  season  of  retrenchment  and  frugality.  Economy  was  everywhere 
practised  in  Canada  from  1876  onwards,  and  would  of  itself  have 
brought  a  return  of  prosperity. 

CAUSES  OF  THE  REVIVAL. 

This  brief  but  plain  consideration  of  the  case  points  most  conclu- 
sively to  the  following  as  the  undoubted  and  sole  causes  of  the  revival  ■ 

1.  The  return  to  specie  payment  in  the  United  States  and  the 
setting  in  of  a  great  tide  of  commercial  prosperity  in  that  country, 
leading  to  a  great  boom  in  our  lumber  market,  and  to  an  advance  in 
the  price  of  barley  and  the  other  products  we  sell  to  the  Americans. 

2.  Two  years  of  short  harvests  and  scarcity  in  England,  which 
caused  an  active  demand  at  high  prices  for  our  food  products.  Coming 
conjointly  with  two  excellent  harvests  in  Canada,  the  result  was  a 
heavy  increase  in  our  exports  of  food. 

3.  Five  years  of  economy  and  retrenchment  in  expenses  practised 
by  our  people  during  the  depression,  which  alone  would  have  brought 
a  return  of  prosperity. 


THE  FARMERS'  HOME  MARKET. 

In  1878  the  promise  was  made  that  the  N.  P.  would  give  the  farmer 
a  home  market  for  all  the  grain  and  food  raised  in  Canada.  "  If  the 
Conservatives  gain  a  majority,"  said  Sir  John  Macdonald  at  Parkhill, 
in  July  of  that  year,  "  there  will  be  a  return  of  confidence  at  once,  and 
even  before  a  new  tariff  can  be  introduced  the  manufacturers  will  have 
such  hopes  for  the  future  that  they  will  be  employing  more  men, 
circulating  money,  and  increasing  their  business,  all  of  which  will 
reflect  beneficially  on  the  farming  community.  The  moment  a  policy, 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  keep  Canadian  markets  for  Canadians  is  intro- 
duced, confidence — prosperity  will  return."  After  three  years  of  protec- 
tion we  find  that  our  exports  of  farm  products  are  greater  than  ever. 
Instead  of  such  a  home  market  being  created  by  the  N.  P.  that  every 
farmer  is  met  by  an  overwhelming  demand  at  high  prices  for  every- 
thing he  raises ,  he  finds  he  has,  as  before,  to  seek  a  foreign  market  for 
his  surplus.  But  in  addition  he  finds  himself  heavily  taxed,  which  was 
not  the  case  before.  The  export  of  agricultural  products,  the  produce 
of  Canada,  for  the  six  months  ending  December  31st,  1881,  amounted  to 
$18,776,000,  while  for  the  entire"  year  of  1878  it  was  but  $18,008,- 
000.  The  average  annual  export  of  animals  and  their  produce  has  been 
$5,099,000  greater  during  the  last  three  years  and  a  half  than  during 
the  previous  five  years.  The  average  annual  export  of  agricultural  pro- 
ducts during  the  last  three  and  a  half  years  has  been  $5,286,000  greater 
than  during  the  previous  five  years. 

The  experience  of  the  American  farmer  under  protection  has 
been  of  the  same  character.  In  1880,  after  twenty  years  of  protection, 
the  promise  of  a  home  market  was  so  far  from  being  realized  that 
the  food  exports  of  the  country  reached  the  enormous  sum  of 
$397,000,000.  Of  every  100  bushels  of  wheat  raised  in  that  country  36 
were  exported.  The  truth  is,  that  either  Canada  or  the  United  States 
will  require  to  produce  more  manufactures  for  export  than  for  home  con- 
sumption (as  is  now  done  by  England)  before  a  home  market  can  be 
furnished;  and  this  cannot  be  done  under  protection, for  if  the  domestic 
manufacturer  requires  protection  against  the  foreign  manufacturer, 
he  cannot  export  goods  and  compete  with  him  in  foreign  markets  where 
both  meet  upon  the  same  footing. 

RESULTS  OF  THE  N.  P. 

The  N.  P.  imposed  a  rate  of  duties  that  largely  increases  the  cost 
of  sugar,  that  increases  the  cost  of  stoves  and  hardware,  that  increases 
the  cost  of  ploughs  and  all  agricultural  implements,  that  makes  cottons 
and  woollens  dearer  than  would  have  been  the  case  under  the  previous 
tariff,  and  that  benefits  a  few  individuals  at  the  expense  of  the  masses. 
To  show,  for  instance,  how  the  Canadian  farmer  is  made  "  to  pay  for 
his  whistle"  by  the  present  tariff,  we  may  adopt  an  illustration  of  a  day's 
work  and  life  on  a  farm,  which  cannot  be  questioned  on  the  ground  of 
accuracy.  The  farmer  starting  to  his  work  has  a  shoe  put  on  his  horse 
with  nails  taxed  41  per  cent.  ;  with  a  hammer  taxed  40  per  cent.  ;  cuts 
a  stick  with  a  knife  taxed  27$  per  cent;  hitches  his  horse  to  a  plough 
taxed  30  per  cent.,  with  chains  taxed  27^  per  cent.  He  returns  to  hia 
home  at  night  and  lays  his  wearied  limbs  on  a  sheet  taxed  30  per  cent., 
and  covers  himself  with  a  blanket  that  has  paid  70  per  cent.  He  rises 
in  the  morning,  puts  on  his  humble  flannel  shirt  taxed  60  per  cent., 
shoes  taxed  30  per  cent.,  hat  taxed  30  per  cent.,  reads  a  chapter  from 
his  Bible  taxed  7  per  cent.,  and  kneels  to  his  God  on  a  cheap  carpet  taxed 


30  per  cent.  He  sits  down  to  breakfast};  eats  from  a  plate  taxed  40  per 
cent.,  with  knife  and  fork  taxed  30  per  cent,  drinks  his  cup  of  coffee 
or  tea  sweetened  with  sugar  taxed  45  per  cent.  ;  seasons  his  food 
with  salt  taxed  35  per  cent. ,  pepper  35  per  cent. ,  or  spice  35  per  cent. 
He  looks  around  upon  his  wife  and  children  all  taxed  in  the  same  way  ; 
takes  a  chew  of  tobacco  taxed  100  per  cent;  and  if  he  indulges  in  a 
cigar  he  has  first  to  pay  a  tax  of  120  per  cent,  and  then  he  is  expected 
to  thank  John  A.  that  he  lives  under  the  freest  Government  under 
heaven. 

HOW  DUTIES  AFFECT  PRICES. 

In  treating  of  the  question  of  the  rates  of  duties,  one  feature  of  the 
question  is  generally  overlooked.  When  we  speak  of  a  20  or  25  per  cent, 
duty,  it  is  popularly  supposed  that  the  price  of  the  article  is  increased 
by  20  or  25  per  cent.,  or  whatever  the  duty  may  be.  Such  is  not  a  fair 
statement  of  the  case  ;  we  should  add  to  the  duty  the  wholesale  and  retail 
dealers'  profits  thereon,  [f  a  wholesale  dealer  imports  $100  worth  of 
goods,  and  pays $20  duty  on  them,  he  charges  a  profit  of  say  10  per  cent. , 
not  only  on  the  cost  of  the  goods  but  on  the  duty  as  well ;  then  the 
retail  dealer  in  his  turn  charges  25  per  cent. ,  if  that  is  his  profit,  not 
only  on  the  $100  or  on  the  $120,  but  (1)  on  the  first  cost,  (2)  on  the  duty, 
and  (3)  on  the  wholesale  dealers'  profit,  together  amounting  to  $132. 
He  charges  25  per  cent,  on  the  $132,  the  cost  to  him  of  the  article. 
Assuming  that  the  wholesale  profit  is  10  per  cent,  and  the  retail 
profit  25  per  cent.,  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  means  an  increased  cost 
of  27^  per  cent,  to  the  consumer;  a  duty  of  30  per  cent,  means  an 
increased  cost  of  41 1  per  cent.;  a  duty  of  40  per  cent,  means  an  in- 
creased cost  of  55  per  cent.  ;  a  duty  of  50  per  cent,  means  an 
increased  cost  of  68 f  per  cent.  ;  a  duty  of  60  per  cent.'  means  an 
increased  cost  of  82^  per  cent. ,  a  duty  of  70  per  cent,  means  an  in- 
creased cost  of  96^  per  cent. ;  while  a  duty  of  75  per  cent,  means 
the  doubling  of  the  cost  of  the  article  taxed  to  the  consumer,  increasing 
it  as  it  does  103^  per  cent.  So  that  the  injury  inflicted  upon  the  consumer 
by  the  policy  of  unnecessarily  large  duties  is  not  to  be  measured  by  the 
amount  of  duty,  being  largely  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  duty  imposed 
by  the  Government.  Protection  may  be  a  grand  thing  for  a  manufac- 
turer here  and  there — and  it  cannot  be  even  for  him  in  the  long  run 
— but  it  is  death  to  the  farmer  and  the  laboring  man. 

TAXES!   TAXES!!  TAXES!!! 

Sir  John  by  his  "National  Policy"  committed  himself  to  the 
policy  of  levying  a  tax  on  grain  and  coal.  such  a  tax  has  raised 
the  price  of  every  ton  of  coal  the  poor  man  has  to  buy,  and 
every  loaf  of  bread  he  eats.  the  tax  on  coal  has  also  in- 
creased the  cost  of  production — an  increase  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction reduces  the  profits  of  manufacturers — a  reduction  of 
their  profits  lowers  the  rate  of  the  working-man's  wages.  it 
at  the  same  time  raises  the  price  of  fuel  to  the  working-man, 
as  the  tax  on  wheat  has  raised  the  pr'ce  of  his  bread.  slr 
John's  policy  then  weakens  home  manufactures,  lowers  the 
rate  of  wages,  and  increases  the  cost  of  living. 

A  revenue  tariff  would  have  afforded  ample  protection  and  secured 
fair  returns  to  all  the  manufacturing  enterprises  of  the  country.  The 
N.  P.  affords  undue  protection  to  the  sugar  refiner  and  the  cotton  and 
woollen  manufacturers  (nearly  all,  if  not  all,  of  whom  are  pets  of  the 
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Tory  Government),  and  permits  the  realization  of  profits  greatly  ex- 
ceeding a  fair  interest  upon  the  capital  invested,  while  it  taxes  the 
iron,  the  coal  and  other  materials  used  by  a  great  number  of  manu- 
facturers, and,  as  has  been  shown,  makes  their  business  less  remunera- 
tive than  would  be  the  case  under  a  judiciously  arranged  revenue 
tariff.  It  is  a  policy  which  benefits  very  few  individuals  at  the  expense 
of  the  farmer,  the  lumberman,  the  mechanic,  the  laborer,  and  the 
fisherman. 
;_  PROTECTION  TO  THE  FARMER. 

The  advocates  of  the  N.  P.  sought  to  secure  the  support  of  the 
farmer  by  promising  a  home  market  and  duties  upon  grain.  It  has 
been  shown  that  the  home  market  promise  has  failed.  The  promise  of 
protection  through  the  imposition  of  grain  duties  has  proved  equally 
delusive.  Duties  upon  cotton  and  woollen  goods  in  England  would 
not  affect  the  price  there,  because  England  supplies  her  own  wants  and 
exports  largely.  For  the  same  reason  a  duty  upon  grain  cannot  raise  the 
price  in  Canada,  except  in  the  case  of  Indian  corn,  because  we  raise 
enough  of  wheat,  barley,  peas,  etc.  to  supply  our  own  wants  and  have 
a  large  surplus  for  export.  So  long  as  this  is  the  case  the  price  received 
in  foreign  markets  for  the  surplus  governs  the  price  of  the  whole. 
THE  AMERICAN  FARMER  IS  PROTECTED  BY  GRAIN 
DUTIES.  IF  THE  AMERICAN  DUTIES  BENEFITED  HIM, 
WHY  WAS  IT  NECESSARY  TO  PROTECT  OUR  FARMERS 
AGAINST  THE  GRAIN  OF  THE  PROTECTED  AMERICAN 
FARMER,  who,  according  to  Tory  reasoning,  should  have  no  surplus 
to  export  ?  Our  grain  imports  from  the  United  States  were  almost  ex- 
clusively of  grain  passing  through  our  canals  to  the  European  market, 
and  were,  consequently,  not  imports  at  all.  The  business,  however, 
was  beneficial  to  us  because  we  enjoyed  the  carrying  trade.  Our  canals 
were  constructed  for  the  very  purpose  of  securing  as  large  an  amount 
of  this  trade  as  possible.  If  any  portion  of  this  American  grain  was 
entered  for  consumption  it  simply  increased  by  that  amount  the  surplus 
of  Canadian  grain  available  for  export,  because  it  was  exported  in 
aome^shape,  and  had  no  influence  upon  the  prices  paid  to  our  farmers. 

INDIAN  CORN  WAS  IMPORTED 
in  considerable  quantities  for  consumption,  because,  before  the  stupid 
N.  P.  duty  was  imposed,  it  was  cheaper  than  our  own  coarse  grains,  and 
the  country  made  a  handsome  profit  by  buying  corn  at  a  cheap  rate  and 
selling  a  corresponding  amount  of  oats,  peas,  rye  and  barley  at  a  higher 
rate.  The  importation  of  corn  for  consumption  merely  increased  to  a  cor- 
responding amount  our  surplus  for  export  of  other  coarse  grains.  In 
effect  we  traded  coarse  grains  for  corn  when  it  answered  our  purpose 
just  as  well,  and  we  could  make  money  by  the  exchange.  With  cheap 
corn  our  farmers  could  fatten  cattle  with  profit,  but  with  dear  corn 
they  cannot ;  the  result  is,  that  fewer  cattle  are  fattened  in  the  coun- 
try, and  (the  price  of  beef  has  been  greatly  increased.  At  no  time 
since  the  imposition  of  grain  duties  has  the  price  of  grain  in  American 
markets  permitted  its  importation  into  Canadian  markets  at  a  cost  to 
depress  the  market  rates  here  had  no  duties  stood  in  the  way.  At  no 
time  has  the  Canadian  farmer  received  the 

SLIGHTEST  ADVANTAGE  FROM  THE  N.  P.  GRAIN  DUTIES 

and  almost  uniformly  since  the  adoption  of  the  N.  P.  all  grains,  excepc 
Indian  corn,  have  been  higher  in  the  United  States  than  in  correspond- 
ing Canadian   markets.     The  market  reports  prove  this,  and  it  will 
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be  found  that  all  grains,  except  corn,  were  relatively  higher,  as  a  rule, 
in  the  Canadian  markets  before  the  N.  P.  than  since.  A  number  of 
comparisons  extending  over  a  series  of  years  have  been  compiled  from 
market  reports.  The  quotations  are  for  the  third  Wednesday  in  each 
month,  and  give  the  highest  price  in  the  various  markets  that  day. 
In  winter  wheat,  Toronto  and  Toledo  are  compared,  as  the  latter  is, 
next  to  Chicago,  the  largest  primary  grain  market  in  the  west,  and 
Chicago  is  not  a  winter  wheat  market.  Toledo,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered, is  several  hundred  miles  further  from  the  seaboard  than 
Toronto,  and,  therefore,  its  quotations  should  be  less  than  those  of 
Toronto,  as  the  cost  to  move  the  grain  to  European  markets  is  rela- 
tively greater.  The  following  table  will  show  the  average  price  of  No. 
2  red  winter  wheat  at  Toledo  and  Toronto  in  each  year  since  1876. 
No  2  is  selected  as  being  the  standard  Toledo  grade.  Toledo  quota- 
tions are  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Toledo  Board  of  Trade, 
while  Toronto  quotations  are  taken  from  the  Toronto  Mail,  the  leading 
Conservative  organ. 

NO.  2  WINTER  WHEAT. 

The  following  are  the  average  prices  for  the  whole  of  each  year 
given,  and  are  struck  from  the  quotations  for  the  third  Wednesday  of 
each  month  : 

1876.  1877.  1878.  1879.  1880.  1881.  Ave'ge 
Toledo....  $1  22|  $1  49£  $1  07  $1  llf  $1  12f  $1  13  $1  19f 
Toronto...  1  08£  1  43  1  00  1  07  1  13  1  18  1  16 
During  the  above  period  the  average  price  of  No.  2  winter  wheat 
was  3f  cents  greater  in  Toledo  than  Toronto,  and  in  only  one  year, 
viz.,  1880,  was  the  Toronto  price  a  slight  fraction  higher  than  in 
Toledo,  the  difference  in  favor  of  Toronto  being  one-quarter  of  a  cent 
per  bushel.  If  we  take  the  average  price  in  each  market  during  the 
months  of  August,  September,  October,  November  and  December, 
which  constitute  the  shipping  season,  we  shall  find  the  following 
result  : 

FALL  PRICES  FOR  NO.  2  WINTER  WHEAT. 

Average  price  in  August,  September,  October,  November  and 
December  of  each  year  from  quotations  on  the  third  Wednesday  of 
each  month  : 

1876.       1877.        1878.       1879.      1880.        1881.     Ave'ge. 
Toledo... $1  20|     $1  49V     $0  93f     $1  20f     $101     $1  36 J     $120 
Toronto..   1  14|       1  25         0  93|       1  15|       1  03       1  28|       1   13 

In  1880  the  price  during  the  live  months  period  averaged  2  cents 
per  bushel  higher  in  Toronto  than  in  Toledo.  In  that  year  the  United 
States  had  a  very  large  surplu-,  and  the  price  was  consequently  regu- 
lated by  the  export  demand,  yet  the  difference  in  favor  of  Toronto  was 
less  than  the  difference  in  freight,  between  those  two  points. 

CHICAGO  AND  TORONTO  PRICES. 

We  will  next  compare  the  price  of  No.  2  spring  wheat  for  each 
year,  based  on  the  quotations  for  the  third  Wednesday  of  each  month 
in  Chicago  and  Toronto,  taking  the  Toronto  Mail's  reports. 

1876.     1877.     1878.     1879.     1880.     1881.      Av'age. 

Chicago $1.05|    $1.26f  $0.95^   $1.06^  $1.05    $1.15       $1.09. 

Toronto....  1.03f      1.33f     0.96        0.96$     1.19      1.22  1.11. 
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There  was  but  one  year  out  of  the  six  covered  by  the  above  table  when 
it  would  have  paid  expenses  to  buy  No.  2  spring  wheat  in  Chicago  and 
sell  it  in  Toronto,  and  in  that  year  the  average  difference  in  price  would 
not  have  paid  the  freight  between  the  two  points.  In  1880  both  coun- 
tries had  an  immense  surplus  for  export,  and  the  price  in  each  market 
was  regulated  by  the  export  demand.  The  advantage  in  favor  of  To- 
ronto, represented  largely,  if  not  entirely,  the  difference  in  freight  between 
the  two  points  and  Liverpool,  or  other  foreign  markets. 

THE  PRICE  OF  OATS  BEFORE  THE  N.  P: 

The  following  is  a  comparison  of  the  price  of  oats  in  Chicago  and 
Toronto,  on  the  15th  July,  October  and  December  in  each  year  : 

1876.              July  15.  Oct.  15.  Dec.  15.  Average. 

Chicago $0.28  $0.28  $0.29  $0.28^ 

Toronto 0.34£  0.39  0.42  0.3&\ 

1877. 

Chicago 0.31J  0.23J  0.24£  0.26i 

Toronto 0.50  0.38  0.37  0.4l| 

1878. 

Chicago 0.25  0.19  0.20$  0.211 

Toronto 0.34  0.32  0.31  0.32} 

For  the  three  years  before  the  N.  P.  came  into  force  the  average 
difference,  as  shown  by  the  above  table,  was  12  cents  per  bushel  in  favor 
of  Toronto,  as  compared  with  Chicago,  and  yet  it  was  held  necessary  to 
impose  a  duty  of  10  cents  per  bushel  to  prevent  American  oats 
slaughtering  the  Canadian  market  and  depressing  the  price.  By  the 
quotations  lor  October  and  December,  for  each  of  the  above  years,  tha 
average  price  of  oats  in  Toronto  was  12|  cents  higher  than  in  Chicago. 

THE  PRICE  OF  OATS  SINCE  THE  N.  P. 

Let  us  compare  these  quotations  with  the  corresponding  quotations 
for  the  three  years  subsequent  to  the  adoption  of  the  N.  P.  and  see 
whether  the  imposition  of  the  duty  had  the  effect  of  making  oats  rela- 
tively higher  in  Canadian  than  in  American  markets  : 

1879.            July  15.  Oct.  15.  Dec.  15.  Average. 

Chicago $0. 26f  $0. 29*  $0. 39}  $0. 32£ 

Toronto 0.39  0.35  0.37|  0.37  J 

1880. 

Chicago 0.22$  0.30*  0.31}  0.28} 

Toronto 0.38  0.33  0.34  0.35 

1881. 

Chicago 0.41}  0.44  0.46J  0.44 

Toronto 0.40  0.43  0.45  0.42} 

Thus  the  average  price  in  Toronto  for  the  three  years  since  the 
N.P,  went  into  force  based  on  the  quotations  in  July,  October  and 
December,  was  38}  cents,  and  for  Chicago  35  cents,  a  difference  of  3* 
cents  in  favor  of  Toronto  ;  or  if  we  take  the  last  two  months  in  each 
year,  October  and  December,  the  average  price  for  the  three  years 
was  37  5-10  in  Toronto  and  36*  cents  in  Chicago,  a  difference  of  lie. 
in  favor  of  Toronto.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  however,  that  the 
Toronto  bushel  of  oats  is  34  pounds,  while  the  Chicago  bushel  is  32 
pounds,  and  this  difference  of  two  pounds  swallows  up  the  difference 
in  favor  of  Toronto  for  the  last  three  years.     These  facts  show  that  a 
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duty  of  10  cents  upon  oats  could  not  benefit  the  Canadian  farmer,  for 
western  oats  could  not  be  brought  into  our  market  and  sold  at  the 
prices  which  would  rule  here  if  no  duty  was  imposed. 

DECLINE  IN  THE  OATMEAL  TRADE, 

The  duty  upon  oats  has  been  injurious  to  our  oatmeal  trade.  Be- 
fore the  N.P.  came  into  force,  American  oats  were  imported  for  our 
oatmeal  mills,  and  the  export  trade  in  meal  was  large.  Since  the  N. 
P.  the  export  trade  has  largely  fallen  off.  In  the  year  ending  June 
30th,  1878,  we  exported  174,511  barrels  of  meal  ;  in  1881,  only  53,- 
825  barrels  ;  and  for  the  six  months  ending  December  31st,  1881, 
only,  24,435  barrels.  This  indicates  a  serious  loss  of  trade,  and,, 
while  the  miller  has  been  injured,  no  one  has  been  benefited. 

THE  DUTY  ON  BARLEY. 

It  is  surprising  that  a  single  Canadian  farmer  should  ever  have 
been  deceived  by  the  allegation  that  a  duty  upon  barley  could  confer 
any  benefit  upon  him.  The  price  of  barley  is  uniformly  higher  in  the 
United  States  than  in  Canada,  as  an  examination  of  the  market 
reports  at  any  time  will  show.  If  we  compare  Toronto  and  Oswego 
quotations  for  the  third  Wednesday  of  September,  October,  November 
and  December,  which  covers  the  shipping  season  for  barley,  we  will 
find  the  following  average  for  the  six  years,  1876  to  1881. 

1876.         1877.        1878.         1879.         1880.         1881. 

Oswego $1  08 j      $0  88 J'     $1  22£      $0  84|      $1  00        $1  07* 

Toronto 0  81  0  66|        1  0l£        0  70  0  84|        0  9lJ 

THE  PRICE  OF  RYE. 

If  we  compare  the  price  of  rye  in  Toronto  and  Chicago   on    the 

third  Wednesday  in  September,  October,  November  and  December  of 

each  year  since  1876,  we  shall  find  the  average  price  for  each  year  as 
follows  : 

1876.         1877.         1878.         1879.  1880.         1881. 

Chicago $0  64|      $0  53^      $0  46^      $0  66^-  $0  85£      $1  03f 

Toronto 0  60^         0  60f        0  53£        0  67|        0  83f        0  91 

THE  PRICE  OF  PEAS, 

Peas  are  also  uniformly  higher  in  the  United  States  than  in 
Canada  to  the  extent  of  the  freight  and  the  American  duty.  The  duty, 
therefore,  cannot  help  the  Canadian  farmers  to  a  better  price. 

AGRICULTURAL  PROTECTION  A  SHAM. 

From  all  the  information  contained  in  the  foregoing  tables,  it  is 
evident  that  the  price  of  grain  since  the  N. P.  came  into  force  is  not 
higher  in  the  Canadian  market  as  compared  with  the  American  market 
than  it  was  before,  and  the  statement  that  grain  duties  cannot  benefit 
the  Canadian  farmer  in  the  case  of  any  grain  of  which  we  raise  a  sur- 
plus for  export,  will  in  every  case  hold  good. 

The  farmer  has  been  subjected  to  heavier  duties  and  increased  tax- 
ation under  the  N.  P.,  and  the  promise  that  he  should  be  compensated 
by  a  home  market,  and  higher  prices  for  his  productions,  has  not  been 
kept.  Our  agricultural  exports  are  steadily  increasing,  and  there  is 
no  inducement  to  import  American  grain  for  consumption  except 
under  exceptional  circumstances,  as  it  is  higher  in  that  country  than 
in  our  own.     In  short,  the  farmer,  the  lumberer,  and  the  laborer  have 
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been  injured  by  the  increase  of  duties  above  the  rates  imposed  by  the 

Mackenzie  tariff,  and  very  few  men  comparatively  have  been  benefited. 

WERE  INCREASED   DUTIES  REQUIRED    FOR  REVENUE  ? 

It  was  asserted  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  during  the  session  of  1882 
that  in  1879  there  was  no  choice  between  adopting  the  National 
Policy  and  resorting  to  direct  taxation.  Such  was  not  the  case.  The 
difficulty  under  which  we  labored  was  temporary,  and  was  sure  to  dis- 
appear with  the  return  of  better  times,  which  were  then  dawning.  An 
increase  of  $2,225,000  in  the  Customs  over  1878  would  provide  for  the 
deficit  of  that  year  and  for  an  increase  of  $1,100,000  in  the  expenditures, 
which  would  have  been  ample  to  cover  all  necessary  increase  under  an 
economical  Government.  This  would  have  been  an  increase  of  1 8  per 
cent.  During  the  period  from  1878  to  1881  the  revenue  of  the  United 
States  rose  from  $130,000,000  to  $198,000,000,  equal  to  52  per  cent, 
without  any  change  of  tariff.  We  may  surely  estimate  that  our  re- 
venue would  have  increased  one-third  as  fast  as  theirs  during  the  same 
period  under  the  influence  of  the  same  causes.  Sir  Leonard  Tilley 
estimates  the  revenue  from  Customs  the  present  year  at  $20,500,000. 
This  is  a  sum  over  $5,500,000  greater  than  would  have  been  required 
to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  Government  had  the  Liberal  party  re- 
mained in  power,  and  that  vast  sum  represents  the  amount  of  needless 
taxation  to  which  the  people  of  Canada  are  subjected  under  the  pre- 
sent extravagant  and  reckless  Government. 

THE  N.  P.  DOES  NOT  SECURE  CONTROL  OF  CANADIAN  MARKETS. 

It  was  asserted  when  the  present  tariff  was  under  consideration  that 
it  would  secure  so  great  a  development  of  the  manufacturing  interests 
of  the  country  as  to  give  to  the  Canadian  farmer  a  home  market.  We 
have  seen  that  the  Canadian  farmer  is  farther  from  a  home  market 
than  ever  before.  But  let  us  inquire  whether  the  exclusive  control  of 
the  markets  has  been  secured  to  the  manufacturer,  and  whether  the 
import  of  goods  that  can  be  manufactured  in  Canada  has  ceased. 

IMPORTATIONS  UNDER  TWO  TARIFFS  CONTRASTED. 

Our  importations  of  cottons,  woollens,  andiron,  steel  and  manufac- 
tures of  the  same,  for  different  periods  of  revenue  and  protective 
tariffs,  are  shown  in  the  following  table  : 

1876.                     1879.  1881. 

Cottons $11,341,000         $6,535,000  $10,267,000 

Woollens 11,160,000          6,992,000  8,739,000 

Iron,  steel,  and  manu- 
factures of  the  same,     12,934,000           6,457,000  12,460,000 

Totals $35,435,000       $19,984,000         $31,466,000 

From  these  figures  it  is  apparent  that  under  the  operation  of  a 
revenue  tariff  between  1874  and  1879,  there  was  a  decrease  of  $15,- 
451,000  in  the  imports  of  those  goods,  while  under  the  protective  tariff, 
between  1879  and  1881,  there  has  been  an  iiicrease  of  $11,482,000. 

COMPARISON  BETWEEN  1877  AND  1881. 

As  a  carefully  prepared  estimate  of  the  total  amount  of  goo  ds 
susceptible  of  manufacture  in  Canada,  imported  in  1877,  has  been  pre- 
pared, and  much  labor  would  be  involved  in  preparing  one  for  the 
year  ending  30th  June,  1879,  and  as  the  difference  between  the  two 
would  not  be  material,  a  comparison  of  the  importation  of  goods  si 
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ceptible  of  manufacture  in  Canada  is  made  between  the  year  1877, 
(under  a  revenue  tariff,  and  1881,  under  a  protective  tariff  : 

11877- —  Importation  of   goods   susceptible   of   manufacture  in 

Canada   ". $42,830,000 

11881. — Importation  of    goods  susceptible    of  manufacture  in 

Canada  58,695,000 

Increase  in  1881  as  compared  with  1877  $15,865,000 

or  37  per  cent. 

This  showing  does  not  indicate  a  very  remarkable  degree  of  suc- 
cess in  attaining  control  of  the  Canadian  market.  During  this  protec- 
tive period  our  import  of  manufactures  which  could  have  been  made 
in  Canada  not  only  increased,  but  our  export  of  manufactures  fell  off 
over  $1,000,000  per  annum.  In  many  lines  our  imports  from  the 
United  States  have  largely  increased  ;  and  the  increased  importation 
of  goods  which  might  be  manufactured  in  Canada  is  actually  much 
greater  than  the  returns  indicate,  owing  to  the  great  increase  in  smug- 
gling since  the  increased  duties  made  the  inducements  to  smugglers  so 
much  greater. 

WHAT  THE  CONSERVATIVES  PROMISED  IN  1878. 

To  mention  all  the  promises  that  were  made  and  expectations  held 
out  by  the  Conservatives  prior  to  the  election  of  1878  would  occupy 
many  pages.  But  there  are  some  which  may  be  referred  to  in 
general  terms. 

They  promised  that  the  return  of  their  party  to  power  would  put 
an  end  to  the  depression,  and  that  an  era  of  prosperity  would  imme- 
diately commence.  But  instead  of  the  hard  times  disappearing  they 
became  much  worse ;  the  year  which  followed  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment was  one  of  unprecedented  depression.  This  proved  the  utter 
futility  of  their  policy.  As  we  have  already  shown,  there  was  no  im- 
provement until  economic  causes  which  no  human  being,  no  Govern- 
ment, no  fiscal  policy — whether  free-trade,  revenue  tariff  or  purely 
protective,  or  a  mixture  of  all  three — could  control,  set  in,  and,  in 
spite  of  Governments  and  their  tariffs,  brought  prosperity  equally  to 
the  doors  of  every  man  and  every  people. 

The  Conservatives  promised  that  there  would  be  no  more  deficits. 
But  at  the  end  of  their  first  year  they  had  to  acknowledge  a  deficit  of 
nearly  two  millions,  and  at  the  end  of  their  second  year  another  nearly 
as  great. 

They  promised  that  within  a  year  the  number  of  factories  in/ 
operation  would  be  doubled,  and  that  in  two  or  three  the  number  of 
tall  chimneys  would  be  so  great  as  to  darken  the  land.  There  are 
few  if  any  localities  in  which,  after  four  years,  even  one  new  factory 
can  be  pointed  to  as  the  result  of  the  National  Policy.  Apart  from 
the  Halifax  sugar  refinery,  which  is  now  closed,  we  do  not  know  of 
one  in  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

They  promised  that  towns  and  villages  would  arise  everywhere, 
and  that  cities  would  speedily  double  their  populations,  thus  creating 
vast  home  markets  for  home  products.  The  result  has  been  rather 
the  other  way — population  has,  upon  the  whole,  scarcely  increased 
even  with  the  increment  due  to  immigration.  The  census  of  last  year 
has  been  so  damaging  in  its  results  in  this  respect  that  its  revelations 
are  being  held  back  until  after  the  elections. 
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The  Conservatives  promised  that  the  exodus  of  our  people  to  the 
States  would  be  stopped,  and  that  many  who  had  left  the  Provinces 
would  be  brought  back.  The  exodus  has  continued,  and  grown  to 
gigantic  proportions. 

They  promised  that  there  would  be  no  increase,  but  only  a  read- 
justment of  taxation.  The  taxation  has  been  largely  increased,  and  on 
some  articles  of  general  use  has  been  made  outrageously  heavy. 

They  promised  that  the  duties  on  many  articles,  notably  tea, 
coffee,  sugar  and  tobacco,  would  be  abolished.  Not  one  of  these  articles 
has  been  made  free,  if  we  may  except  tea  and  coffee,  which,  in  view  of 
the  present  general  election,  were  in  February  last  placed  on  the  free 
list,  though  the  ten  per  cent,  differential  duty  on  all  tea  and  coffee 
coming  into  Canada  from  the  United  States  was  not  abolished.  The 
result  is  that  as  all  our  tea  and  nearly  all  our  coffee  are  imported  from 
the  States,  they  are  yet  very  heavily  taxed,  and,  as  facts  show,  to  no 
purpose  so  far  as  developing  a  Canadian  import  trade  is  concerned. 

They  promised  that  a  protective  duty  would  be  imposed  which 
would  largely  exclude  foreign  coal,  and  give  Nova  Scotia  coal  miners 
the  control  of  the  Ontario  market.  Apart  from  a  few  experimental 
cargoes,  no  Nova  Scotia  coal  has  been  carried  to  Ontario,  but  the 
importation  into  the  Dominion  of  foreign  coal  has  enormously  in- 
creased. 

Let  the  reader,  especially  if  he  was  induced  to  vote  for  the  Con- 
servatives four  years  ago,  look  back  upon  what  was  promised  and  what 
has  been  performed.  If  wisdom  is  to  be  learned  from  experience,  our 
people  should  be  much  wiser  now  than  they  were  then. 

THE  NET  OUTCOME. 

The  net  results  of  three  years'  operations  of  the  N.  P.  may  be 
very  briefly  and  fairly  summarized  as  follows : 

1.  It  has  not  given  the  farmer  the  home  market  he  was  promised  ; 
on  the  contrary,  our  exports  of  farm  produce  have  steadily  and  rapidly 
increased.  The  useless  duties  imposed  on  American  grain  have 
accomplished  nothing  more  than  the  wreck  of  our  once  famous  and 
profitable  carrying  trade,  and  this  too  at  a  time  when  the  country 
has  enormously  increased  its  burdens  by  constructing  railways  and 
enlarging  canals.  In  1878  we  sold  to  other  countries  ninety-three 
ships  ;  in  1881  we  sold  only  sixty-one.  In  1878,  a  year  of  great  de- 
pression, we  sold  $1,218,000  worth  of  ships  built  by  Canadians  ;  but 
in  1881,  a  year  of  great  prosperity,  we  sold  only  $348,000  worth  of 
Canadian-built  ships,  so  that  this  industry  is  languishing.  From 
1873  down  to  1878  the  tonnage  of  Canadian  vessels  represented  an  in- 
crease every  year — an  increase  in  six  years  of  11  per  cent.,  or  686 
vessels  and  259,297  tons.  How  has  it  been  since  the  N.  P.?  Every 
year  a  decline — a  decline  in  three  years  of  10£  per  cent. 

2.  While  causing  the  farmer  to  pay  more  for  cottons,  woollens, 
stoves,  hardware,  implements,  glass,  blacksmith  goods,  waggons  and 
carriage  goods,  furniture,  sugar,  and  a  large  list  of  articles  needless  to 
enumerate,  than  he  would  do  under  a  revenue  tariff,  with  lower  duties 
and  free  coal  and  iron,  it  has  conferred  no  benefit  upon  him  through 
the  imposition  of  grain  duties,  because  prices  are  lower  here  than  in 
the  United  States,  and  duties  are  therefore  useless. 

3.  It  has  not  benefited  the  lumberman.  His  market  is  abroad 
and  cannot  in  the  slightest  degree  be  affected  by  the  N.  P.  Increased 
duties  have,    however,  increased  the  cost  of   producing  lumber  by 
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making  blankets,  chains,  saws,  axes  and  supplies  of  nearly  all  kinds 
dearer. 

4.  The  N.  P.  has  not  benefited  the  laborer,  because  it  has  largely 
increased  the  cost  of  fuel,  food  and  clothing,  and  has  not  increased 
the  value  of  his  labor.  Any  advance  in  that  respect  is  due  to  the 
great  exodus  to  the  United  States  and  the  North- West ;  the  advance, 
if  any,  arose  rather  from  scarcity  of  labor  than  from  increased  employ- 
ment, and,  as  if  bent  on  counteracting  the  working-man's  opportuni- 
ties, the  Tory  Government  has  a  standing  offer  in  the  labor  markets  of 
Europe  to  pay  a  portion  of  the  passage  money  of  working-men  who  can 
be  persuaded  to  emigrate  to  Canada. 

5.  It  has  not  benefited  the  fisherman  of  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
because  his  market  is  abroad  and  is  not  affected  by  the  N.  P.,  while 
taxes  increase  the  cost  of  his  clothing  and  food,  the  latter  increase 
being  due  to  interference  with  the  natural  course  of  trade  which  com- 
pels him  to  buy  flour  and  meal  in  an  unnatural  market  and  at  greatly 
increased  cost  for  freight,  and  without  conferring  the  slightest  benefit 
in  return  upon  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  farmer. 

6.  It  has  not  even  benefited  the  manufacturing  interest  as  a 
whole,  although  it  may  have  enriched  a  small  number  of  sugar  re- 
finers and  cotton  mill  owners  ;  for  the  returns  show  that  our  export 
trade  in  manufactures  is  decreasing,  and  that  our  imports  of  manu- 
factures that  might  be  produced  in  Canada  are  steadily  and  rapidly 
increasing. 

7.  It  imposes  a  burden  of  taxation,  needlessly  heavy,  upon  the 
tax-payers  of  the  country,  and  compels  them  to  contribute  a  sum  to  the 
public  revenue  the  present  year  $5,500,000  greater  than  would  be 
necessary  to  meet  our  national  expenses  had  our  affairs  been  prudently 
managed  since  the  present  Administration  came  into  office. 

All  these  reasons  go  to  prove  that  a  revenue  tariff  policy,  de- 
signed to  raise  a  revenue  sufficient  only  for  our  actual  wants,  with  the 
duties  so  adjusted  as  to  promote  most  advantageously  our  various 
interests,  with  coal  admitted  free,  and  with  iron  and  various  other 
raw  materials  required  by  our  manufacturers  either  placed  upon  the 
free  list  or  admitted  at  very  low  rates  of  duty,  would  afford  all  the 
protection  that  our  industries  could  reasonably  require,  and  would  be 
more  conducive  to  the  prosperity  of  our  manufacturing  interests,  ex- 
cept in  a  few  cases,  and  also  to  the  prosperity  of  our  farmers,  lum- 
bermen, laborers,  artisans  and  fishermen,  than  the  present  policy  is. 

WHAT  THE  LIBERAL  PARTY   PROMISE. 

There  are  many  things  which  the  Liberal  party  will  be  able  to  do. 
It  promises  faithful  to  its  history  the  world  over,  to  have  sympathy 
now  and  in  the  future  for  every  move  made  in  the  direction  of  human 
progress.  It  promises,  further,  to  give  to  this  country  a  policy  which 
will  afford  just  and  equal  taxation,  and  at  the  same  time  lead  to  a  rapid 
and  healthy  development  of  all  the  interests,  especially  the  manufac- 
turing interests,  of  this  country.  It  promises  to  call  a  halt  in  this 
sweeping  tide  of  public  expenditure,  which  threatens  to  engulf  the 
country  in  financial  ruin.  It  promises  to  adopt,  as  a  matter  of  parlia- 
mentary policy,  the  assumption  that  the  public  debt  is  large  enough, 
and  should  not  be  permitted  to  exceed  reasonable  limits.  It  promises 
to  pay  due  regard  to  provincial  rights,  and  prevent  the  Federal  power 
trespassing  on  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  in  this  Dominion.  It  pro- 
mises to  adopt  a  land  policy  for  this  country  with  regard  to  the  disposal 
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of  that  vast  public  domain  in  the  North- West,  which  is  to  be  the 
home  of  future  millions— a  policy  conceived  in  the  interests  of  the 
masses,  in  the  interests  of  the  men  who  will  till  that  soil,  and  not  in 
the  interests  of  that  horde  of  speculators  who  throng  to  that  country 
and  desire  to  win  millions  out  of  the  sweat  and  toil  of  those  who  will 
be  called  upon  to  pay  the  vast  profits  they  expect  to  make  from  lands 
the  settler  will  be  compelled  to  buy  from  them.  The  Reform  party 
promises  the  country  honest  administration.  It  promises  an  end  to 
those  contract  scandals,  at  the  head  of  which  stands  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way Syndicate  bargain,  a  disgrace  to  this  country,  and  not  far  distant 
from  which  stands  the  Onderdonk  contract.  It  promises  to  remedy 
these  things,  and  it  promises  to  place  the  affairs  of  this  country  in  the 
hands  of  a  leader  who  is  temperate,  honest  and  capable  ;  a  man  of  the 
highest  personal  character  ;  a  man  who,  without  rank  or  che  flummery 
of  titles,  is  recognized  as  a  prince  among  his  fellow-men. 
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SPECIAL  DUTIES. 

THE  DUTY  ON  SUGAR. 


A  Great  Burden  Imposed  upon  the  People— But  there's 
Millions  in  it  for  the  Kefiners. 

Sugar  is  as  much  an  article  of  food  as  meats  or  breadstuff's,  and 
whether  prices  run  high  or  low  our  people  must  have  it.  But,  unlike 
those  other  staples  of  our  daily  diet,  we  must  go  abroad  for  supplies. 
The  little  that  is  produced  from  the  beet  root  and  the  maple  tree  at 
home  is  the  merest  fraction  of  the  whole.  The  consumption,  too,  is 
steadily  growing  year  by  year.  In '  England  it  has  risen  from  about 
30  lbs.  per  head  in  1852  to  more  than  60  lbs.  last  year.  In  Canada 
during  the  same  period,  and  exclusive  of  home-made  sugars,  it  has 
risen  from  12  lbs.  to  31.  lbs. 

A  PROPER  SOURCE  OF  REVENUE. 

An  article  of  such  large  and  common  use  is  a  proper  object  of  tax- 
ation for  public  revenue,  and  no  serious  difficulty  ought  to  be  experi- 
enced in  making  a  just  and  equable  distribution  of  the  burden.  To 
get  the  greatest  possible  revenue  with  the  least  possible  disturbance  of 
price  should  be  the  aim  of  the  legislator.  In  no  other  way  can  the 
interests  of  the  consumer  be  guarded.  But  this  is  just  What  the  Gov- 
ernment has  not  done.  The  price  of  sugar  has  been  raised  by  the 
tariff,  the  people  are  made  to  pay  a  great  deal  more  for  it,  and  there 
has  been  a  heavy  loss  to  the  public  revenue.  When  the  Finance 
Minister  unfolded  his  policy  in  1879  members  of  the  Liberal  party  in 
the  House  pointed  out  that  it  must  inevitably  work  to  this  end,  and 
their  prediction  has  been  only  too  well  verified  by  results.  The  public 
revenue  has  been  depleted,  the  whole  country  has  been  heavily  taxed, 
and  half  a  dozen  men  have  made  colossal  fortunes.  The  only  good 
thing  that  can  be  said  for  the  Minister's  policy  is,  that  "there's  mil- 
lions in  it"  for  the  Redpaths  and  the  Drummonds. 

THE  LIMIT  OF  PROTECTION. 

If  sugar  refining  in  Canada  demands  protection,  it  is  very  difficult 
for  Parliament  to  say  what  the  limit  ought  to  be,  for  the  reason  that 
no  one  except  the  sugar  refiners  themselves  knows  exactly  the  quan- 
tity of  refined  or  granulated  sugar  which  a  certain  quantity  of  raw 
sugar  will  produce.  This  is  a  secret  of  the  refiners  which  they  have 
steadily  refused  to  make  known.  While  asking  Parliament  to  make 
them  rich  at  the  expense  of  the  people  who  consume  their  goods,  they 
resolutely  deny  to  Parliament  the  facts  and  information  upon  wliich 
alone  it  is  possible  to  calculate  the  advantages  which  they  are  seeking 
to  obtain-  "  It  is  a  trade  secret,"  was  the  answer  of  a  leading  refiner 
(Mr.  Drummond,  of  Montreal)  to  the  Trade  Committee  of  1876.     u  If 
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I  were  to  state  to  the  Committee  what  results  I  obtained  in  my  busi- 
ness during  a  year  I  would  expose  myself  to  the  reproaches  of  refiners 
in  all  parts  of  the  world."     It  is  this 

FREE-MASONRY  OF  THE  REFINERS 

that  makes  it  so  difficult  to  fix  the  limit  of  a  tariff  just  to  consumers 
as  well  as  to  producers.  The  same  difficulty  has  been  experienced  in 
Europe,  and  in  order  to  get  a  solution  of  it  the  British,  French  and 
Belgian  Governments  several  years  ago  rented  a  refinery  at  Cologne 
and  conducted  refining  operations  for  a  period  of  twelve  months. 
They  bought  sugars  of  all  kinds,  and  the  result  of  their  experiments 
was  to  establish  the  fact  that  100  lbs.  of  raw  sugar  would  give  83  lbs. 
of  granulated.  This  is  now  the  standard  in  England,  where  the  Col- 
ogne calculations  are  known  and  recognized  by  all  refiners.  In  the 
United  States  in  1875  a  Commission  conducted  an  inquiry  with  a 
view  to  fix  the  amount  of  the  export  bounty.  The  evidence  of  experts 
was  taken,  and,  as  a  result  of  the  investigation,  the  Commission  re- 
ported as  their  conclusion  "  that  the  product  of  well-regulated  refiner- 
ies in  hard  or  stove-dried  sugars  is  60  per  cent. ,  and  in  soft  sugars 
of  inferior  quality  23.60  per  cent,  and  in  syrup  11.50  per  cent.,  and 
in  waste  4.90  per  cent."  This,  however,  was  a  conclusion  reached 
upon  interested  evidence,  that  of  sugar  refiners  themselves,  and  the 
fact  that  the  export  bounty  has  since  been  reduced  from  $3.60  to 
$3.17  per  100  lbs.  clearly  indicates  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  United 
States  Government  the  estimated  quantity  of  granulated  product  was 
too  low. 

APPLYING  THE  AMERICAN  ESTIMATE. 

But  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  test  of  results  under  the  Cana- 
dian sugar  tariff,  with  all  odds  in  the  refiners'  favor,  we  will  take  the 
data  furnished  by  the  American  Commission's  report  as  correct.  The 
total  waste  is  only  4.90  per  cent,  of  the  whole,  and,  since  the  23.60 
per  cent,  of  soft  sugars  and  the  1L50  per  cent,  of  syrup  are  at  least  as 
valuable  as  the  raw  sugars  from  which  they  are  produced,  no  possible 
injustice  can  be  done  to  the  refiners  by  converting  the  total  quantity 
of  raw  sugars  into  granulated  on  a  basis  of  12£  per  cent,  for  waste. 
There  is  almost  conclusive  evidence  to  show  that  in  reality  it  does  not 
exceed  8^  per  cent.,  but  the  case  is  so  strong  that  the  opponents  of  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley's'  sugar  tariff  can  afford  to  be  generous.  Let  us  now 
see  at  what  cost  the  industry  of  sugar  refining  is  being  carried  on  in 
this  country. 

FIRST  CALCULATION. 

For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1880,  the  first  complete  year  under 
the  operation  of  the  new  tariff,  there  were  imported  into  Canada  116,- 
847,050  lbs.  of  sugars.  This  quantity,  converted  into  granulated  on 
the  basis  of  12^  percent,  for  waste,  gives  102,241,169  lbs.  This  at 
$9.58  per  100  lbs.,  which  was  the  average  cost  of  refined  sugars  to 
Canadian  consumers  that  year,  gives  a  total  of  $9,794,703.  During 
the  same  period  the  average  price  of  refined  sugar  in  New  York,  less 
the  export  bounty,  was  $6.20  per  100  lbs.,  or  $6,338,952  for  the  total 
of  Canada's  consumption.  The  difference — $3,445,751 — is  what  the 
Canadian  consumers  paid  for  the  obligation  imposed  by  the  N.  P. 
tariff  to  buy  their  sugars  in  Montreal  and  Moncton  instead  of  in  New 
York.  And  it  need  not  be  doubted  that  at  their  prices  the  New  York 
refiners  did  not  carry  on  business  at  a  loss ;  sugar  refiners  don't  con- 
duct business  in  that  way,  as  the  Canadian  people  have  at  a  great  cost 
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been  taught  to  know.  But  what  became  of  the  $3,445,751  paid  to  the 
Canadian  importers  and  refiners  in  excess  of  the  New  York  price  ? 
The  Trade  and  Navigation  returns  show  that  $2,026,689  went  into  the 
public  treasury  by  way  of  the  Customs.  That  was  proper,  and  no  one 
complains  of  it.  But  what  became  of  the  balance— the  large  sum  of 
$1,429,062  ?  The  people  paid  it,  but  the  public  treasury  didn't  get  it. 
It  went  to  the  home  refiners,  and  it  helped  to  swell  their  profits,  plus 
the  profits  made  by  the  New  York  refiners  on  the  same  quantity  of 
sugar  ! 

SECOND  CALCULATION. 

In  the  second  year  of  the  sugar  refiners'  bonanza  tariff  there  were 
imported  into  the  country  136,406,513  lbs.  of  sugar.  Reducing  this 
to  refined  or  granulated  as  before,  we  have  as  the  result  119,355,702 
lbs.  The  average  price  for  the  year  was  $9.77  per  100  lbs.,  or  a  total 
of  $11,661,052.  The  average  price  in  New  York,  less  the  export 
bounty,  was  $6.55,  or  a  total  of  $7,817,797.  The  difference— $3,843,254 
—is  the  excess  of  price  to  the  Canadian  consumer.  Where  did  it  go  ? 
The  public  treasury  received  $2,459,142  by  way  of  duty,  and  the  re- 
maining $1,384,112  was— lost !  Well,  not  lost  exactly.  It  went  into 
the  pockets  of  the  Montreal  and  Moncton  refiners,  to  swell  their  profits 
over  and  above  the  profits  made  on  the  same  class  and  quantity  of 
work  by  the  refiners  of  New  York  City.  It  went,  as  Mr.  Thomas 
White  explained,  to  the  House  of  Commons,  to  help  Mr.  Redpath, 
of  Montreal,  buy  for  himself  "  a  quiet,  unassuming,  modest  little 
place  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,"  and  to  hob-nob  with  the  nobility 
and  the  landed  gentry  of  Old  England.  A  snug  sum  of  $2,813,174  is 
not  bad  for  two  years  in  the  sugar-washing  business.  But  the  people 
who  paid  it,  and  got  nothing  in  return,  ought  to  have  something  to 
say  about  it.  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  and  his  colleagues  are  alone  to  blame 
m  the  matter.  They  invited  the  refiners  to  help  them  frame  the 
tariff,  and  the  refiners  framed  it  to  secure  for  themselves  the  largest 
possible  margin  of  profit.  The  manner  of  it  was  of  a  piece  with  the 
more  recent  instance  of  inviting  Tory  Members  of  Parliament  to 
"  John-a-manderj"  the  constituencies.  Everything  was  done  with  an  eye 
to  the  main  chance. 

THIRD  CALCULATION. 
To  show  in  another  way  the  advantages  possessed  by  Canadian 
refiners  over  their  New  York  rivals,  let  us  compare  average  duties  and 
average  prices.  For  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1881,  the  New  York 
refiner  paid  upon  his  raw  sugar  an  average  duty  of  $2.45  per  100  lbs. 
The  Canadian  refiner  paid  an  average  of  only  $1.75  per  100  lbs.,  which 
gave  him  an  advantage  of  70  cents.  For  the  same  year  he  had  an 
advantage  of  6  cents  per  100  lbs.  in  the  price  got  for  his  sugar,  or  a 
total  of  76  cents.  This  on  the  total  consumption  of  the  year  gives  a 
profit  of  $1,036,689.  For  the  year  1880  the  Canadian  refiner  had  an 
advantage  of  70  cents  less  duty,  and  23  cents  extra  price,  and  this  on  the 
total  consumption  of  the  year  is  $1,096,777.  Add  the  amount  short 
on  revenue  as  computed  on  the  rates  of  the  Cartwright  tariff,  and  we 
have  a  total  annual  loss  to  the  country  of  about  $1,500,000,  or  \ery 
nearly  the  same  result  as  by  the  first  and  second  calculations.  But  of 
course  the  thing  that  has  been  the  country's  loss  under  this  ingenious 
arrangement  of  the  Tilley  tariff  has  been  the  refiners'  gain. 
FOURTH  CALCULATION. 
It  is  claimed  by  the  Finance  Minister  that  under  the  new  tariff 
there  has  been  no  loss  to  the  revenue  on  the  sugar  duties.     In  his  last 
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Budget  speech,  and  professing  to  quote  from  the  Trade  Keturns,  he 
stated  that  "  during  the  last  year  we  paid  into  the  treasury  for  duties 
on  sugar  $154,910  more  than  the  average  for  the  five  years  previous." 
This  is  a  bold  statement,  and  as  disingenuous  as  it  is  bold.  The 
average  imports  for  those  five  years,  as  the  Trade  Returns  show,  was 
107,456,865  lbs.,  and  the  average  duty  paid  was  $2,313,286,  or  $2.15 
per  100  lbs.  Last  year  the  quantity  imported  was  136,406,513  lbs., 
or  28,949,648  lbs.  in  excess  of  the  five  years  average,  upon  which  the 
duty  collected  was  $2,459,142,  or  an  average  of  only  $1.80  per  100  lbs. 
Under  the  average  tariff  of  the  five  years  1874-8,  therefore,  the  duty 
on  the  sugar  imports  of  last  year  would  be  $477,422  more  than  the 
actual  amount  received,  instead  of  $154,910  less  as  stated  by  the 
Finance  Minister,  showing  a  mistake  in  his  calculation  of  $632,332  ! 
But  if,  instead  of  taking  the  average  duty  lor  the  five  years  1874-8,  we 
take  the  average  for  the  two  years  1877-8,  the  result  will  be  much 
more  striking  ;  it  will  show  a  total  loss  of  revenue  on  the  importations 
of  last  year  of  $725,000,  or  very  nearly  30  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
amount  collected.  This,  then,  is  the  actual  result  to  the  revenue, 
after  adding  25  per  cent,  to  the  taxes. 

WHAT  IS  THERE  TO  SHOW  FOR  IT? 

It  has  been  shown  that  the  price  of  sugar  has  been  inci eased  to  the 
consumers,  and  that  the  refiners  have  been  enabled  to  make  about 
$1,400,000  a  year  more  than  fair  competition  in  the  foreign  markets 
would  tolerate.  What  is  there  to  show  for  it  ?  The  Finance  Minister 
points  to  the  employment  of  885  men,  and  that  is  all.  Their  wages  are 
not  paid  out  of  any  portion  of  the  $1,400,000,  unless,  indeed,  that 
sugar  refining  is  conducted  in  Canada  at  a  much  greater  cost  than  in 
other  countries  in  which  the  cost  of  labor  and  raw  material  is  not  any 
less.  The  New  York  refiners  who  sell  granulated  sugars  in  the  open 
market  at  $6.20  per  100  lbs.  pay  all  the  costs  of  production  out  of  that 
figure,  and  make  a  living  profit  besides.  The  Canadian  refiners  can 
hardly  do  any  less,  and  on  the  most  liberal  calculation  of  cost  they  are 
making  a  yearly  profit  of  $1,400,000. 

A  FAR  BETTER  WAY. 

It  is  a  tax  which  the  Government  enables  them  to  impose  on  the 
whole  country,  and  in  return  885  men  are  given  employment  at  low 
rates  of  wages — the  average  being  $400  a  year.  In  great  Britain  the 
sugar  refiners  estimate  that  one  man  can  turn  out  350,000  lbs.  per 
annum,  and  at  this  rate  300  men  in  Great  Britain  can  do  the  work 
which  in  Canada  it  requires  885  men  to  do.  But  assuming  that  885 
men  are  given  steady  employment  at  $400  a  year ;  that  amounts  to 
just  $354,000,  and  they  cannot  distribute  more  than  that  sum  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  families.  For  the  sum  of  $1,400,000  which  the 
country  pays  to  the  refiners  over  and  above  living  profits,  the  Govern- 
ment, or  any  favorite  under  it,  could  support  3,500  families  in  the 
country,  and  could  distribute  them  over  all  the  provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  with  nothing  else  to  do  than  to  spend  their  $400  a  year, 
and  eat  up  the  flour,  the  butter,  the  corn  and  the  chickens  which  the 
farmers  would  have  to  sell — and  this  would  be  far  better  than  giving 
it  to  swell  the  fortunes  of  half  a  dozen  men  already  rich. 

THE  WAGE-EARNERS'  GRIEVANCE. 

Working-men  complain  that  the  tariff  has  made  everything  they 
eat  and  wear  artificially  dear  ;  that  the  price  of  commodities  is  out  of 
all  proportion  to  the  price  of  labor.     They   say  that  one  dollar  now 
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will  buy  less  of  food  and  clothing  than  sixty  cents  Avould  buy  four 
years  ago,  and  they  can  only  get  an  increase  of  wages  by  strikes  all 
along  the  line.  In  this  one  article  of  sugar  alone  the  tariff  has  in- 
creased the  price  by  the  enormous  annual  sum  of  $1,500,000,  not  one 
dollar  of  which  goes  into  the  public  treasury.  The  workingmen  pay 
their  full  share  of  it ;  it  comes  out  of  their  daily  wages,  and  it  goes 
into  the  overflowing  coffers  of  the  Government's  lucky  friends,  the 
sugar  refiners.  The  tax  is  nothing  short  of  an  outrage,  and  it  will 
be  the  people's  own  fault  at  the  next  election  if  they  fail  to  get  re- 

SUSTAINING  THE  MONOPOLY.  * 

The  Liberal  party  in  the  House  of  Commons  has  shown  its  friend- 
liness to  the  industries  of  the  country  in  too  many  ways  to  have  its 
attitude  on  the  sugar  monopolies  misunderstood.  It  affirms  and  be- 
lieves that  it  is  possible  to  carry  on  the  business  of  sugar  refining  in 
Canada  on  a  basis  of  justice  to  consumers  and  producers,  and  it  was 
with  this  object  in  view  that  the  following  resolution  was  moved  by 
Mr.  Paterson,  of  Brant,  seconded  by  Mr.  Gunn,  of  Kingston  : 

"  That  the  Speaker  do  not  now  leave  the  chair,  but  that  it  be  re 
solved — 

"  That  under  the  operation  of  the  existing  duties  on  sugar  the  peoplr 
have  paid,  and  are  liable  to  pay  for  that  article  a  price  largely  in  excess  o. 
the  cost  abroad  of  sugar  after  adding  the  Canadian  duty  and  freight  to  the 
point  of  consumption  : 

"  That  the  duties  on  sugar  are  excessive,  and  should  be  so  amended  as 
to  reduce  the  great  burden  they  impose  upon  the  people." 

The  resolution  was  lost  on  a  vote  of  36  Yeas  to  85  Nays,  the  Nays 
signifying  thereby  that  they  were  content  that  the  great  burden  im- 
posed upon  the  people  should  remain  unadjusted  and  undisturbed. 


COTTON  AND  WOOLLEN  DUTIES. 


A  TAX  THAT  FAVORS  THE  RICH  AT  THE  EXPENSE  OF  THE 
POOR— ENORMOUS  PROFITS  OF  THE  COTTON  LORDS. 

On  April  26th,  1882,  upon  motion  made  by  Sir  Leonard  Tilley 
to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply,  Mr.  Anglin  moved  in  amendment, 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  now  leave  the  chair,  but  that  it  be 

Resolved, — That  the  system  and  scale  of  duties  on  cotton  and  woollen 
goods  have  resulted  in  the  imposition  of  a  rate  of  taxation  on  those  articles 
chiefly  used  by  the  masses  inordinately  high,  and  greaterthan  the  rate  imposed 
on  those  articles  chiefly  used  by  the  rich,  and  that  the  said  duties  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  reduce  the  rate  of  taxation  on  the  masses,  and  to  make 
it  more  nearly  proportionate  with  that  levied  on  the  rich. 

THE  POOR  MANS  WOOLLENS  TAXED   UNDULY.       V 

In  support  of  this  amendment  facts  were  laid  before  the  House 
by  Mr.  Anglin  and  Mr.  Blake  that  set  forth  the  inequalities  and  the 
injustice  of  the  tariff  to  the  great  bulk  of  consumers  in  a  striking  light. 
It  was  shown  that  as  regards  woollen  goods  the  rate  of  duty  upon  the 
Jower  grades,  such  as  are  usually  worn  by  farmers,  mechanics,  and 


working-men  is  upon  the  average  twice  as  great  as  upon  the  higher 

grades,  such  as  are  worn  by  the  wealthier  classes. 

Blankets,  costing  in  England  Is.  11  ^d.  per  pound,  pay  a  duty  of  35  $  cent. 
Is.  5d.  "  "  43 

Is.  Id.  "  "  49± 

II  U  it  9(J  .<  M  61 

ii  a  a  7£d#  a  u  70 

Heavy  pilot  cloths  pay 50    to  80 

While  various  grades  of  cheap  cloth  pay  from 39    to  50 

Expensive  Scotch  tweeds  pay  from 23^  to  25 

And  fine  broad  cloths  only 23 

In  every  case  the  duty  is  found  to  bear  most  heavily  upon  the 
purchasers  of  the  cheaper  kinds  of  woollen  goods,  and  consequently  it 
imposes  the  heaviest  burdens  on  the  classes  least  able  to  bear  them. 

THE  POOR  MAN'S  COTTONS  TAXED  UNDULY. 

In  cotton  goods  the  same  state  of  matters  is  found  to  exist.  The 
duty  upon  the  cheaper  class  of  goods  is  much  higher  than  upon  the 
better  grades,  the  average  being  30  per  cent,  on  grey  and  bleached 
cottons,  35  per  cent,  on  plain  and  striped  denims,  and  45  per  cent,  on 
the  cheaper  grades  of  heavy  colored  shirtings. 

On  Congress  shirting,  a  superior  article  worn  by  the  rich  and 
well-to-do,  and  costing  the  importer  11^  cents  per  yard,  the  duty  is 
23  per  cent.  ;  while  on  Oxford  shirting,  a  cheap  grade  worn  by  the 
poor,  and  costing  the  importer  5|-  cents,  the  duty  is  42  per  cent. 

A  great  number  of  instances  might  be  cited,  but  the  above  will 
suffice. 

The  assertion  holds  good  in  all  cases  that  the  woollen  and  cotton 
goods  required  by  the  poor  are  taxed  much  more  heavily  than  the 
higher  and  more  expensive  grades  of  goods  worn  by  the  rich.  The 
N.  P.  is  essentially  a  rich  man's  tariff. 

THE  PRICES  OF  COTTONS  STEADY  IN  FOREIGN  MARKETS. 

The  variations  in  the  cost  of  raw  cotton  since  1879  have  not  been 
sufficient  to  exercise  any  marked  influence  upon  the  price  of  goods, 
and  the  assertion  that  any  advance  in  Canadian  goods  has  been  coin- 
cident only  with  an  advance  in  the  foreign  article  is  not  true.  Two 
short  tables  showing  the  range  of  prices  in  England  in  particular 
articles  will  illustrate  this.  Here  are  the  quotations  of  the  celebrated 
Horrock,  Miller,  &  Co.  in  "  A  "  cottons,  and  of  Finlay  &  Co.  in  "  J" 
cottons : 

HORROCK,  FILLER  &  CO.'S  QUOTA-  ^^  &  ^  ,g  QU0TATI0NS 

December,  1878 3£d.  January,  1878 3£d. 

March,  1879 3d.  "         1879 3£d. 

August,  1881 3fd.  "         1880 3M. 

188J 3$d. 

1882 3|d. 

These  quotations  will  suffice  to  show  that  the  market  abroad  for 
cotton  goods  has  been  nearly  steady  during  the  above  period.  The  one 
shows  an  increase  of  only  |d.  and  the  other  a  decrease  of  £d.  between 
the  first  and  last  quotations. 

RUNNING  UP  PRICES  UNDER  THE  N.  P. 

But  turn  to  Canada,  and  see  how  the  cotton  lords  have  profited 
at  the  people's  expense,  under  the  protecting  agis  of  the  N.  P.     There 
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lias  been  a  sharp  and  steady  increase  in  prices  from  the  start.  Take 
first  the  two  brands  of  the  Hochelaga  grey  cottons  most  extensively 
used: 

QUOTATIONS  OF  HOCHELAGA  GREY  COTTONS. 

Grey  H  II  H  cotton— Jan.   1879 7. 17  cents. 

"        Year,  1879 7.40    " 

"         "  "         Dec,  1881 8.62     " 

"       XX        "         Jan.,  1879 8.09     " 

"         "  "         Year,  1879 8.32     " 

"         "  "        Dec,  1881 9.37     " 

Take  next  two  grades  of  Valleyfield  bleached  cottons,  again  selecting 
the  brands  most  largely  consumed  : 

QUOTATIONS  OF  VALLEYFIELD  BLEACHED  COTTONS. 

Bleached  X  cotton— Oct.,   1878 5.40  cents. 

•    "       X      "        May,  1879 5.85     " 

"       X      "         Year,  1879 5.92     " 

«       X      "         Dec,   1881 7.12     " 

M      00     "         Oct.,    1878 7.42     " 

"     00     "        May,    1879 7.87     " 

"      00     "         Year,  1879 7.95     " 

"      00     "         Dec,  1880 9.12     " 

Here  there  is  no  decrease,  as  in  the  English  quotations  of  Finlay  & 
Co.,  but  an  increase  in  the  Hochelaga  brands  of  greys  of  1*45  cents 
and  1  '28  cents  per  yard  respectively,  and  in  the  Valleyfield  whites  of 
1*72  cents  and  1*70  cents  per  yard.  This  is  only  one  more  illustration 
of  how  the  tariff  affects  the  mass  of  consumers,  taxing  them  for  the 
benefit  of  men  who  had  made  handsome  fortunes  under  a  fair  and 
reasonable  tariff.     Yet  the  Finance  Minister  and  his  supporters  have 

THE  ASSURANCE  TO  TELL  THE  PEOPLE 

that  they  are  paying  no  more  for  cottons  now  than  they  were  four 
years  ago  !  Do  they  credit  the  people  with  losing  memory  and  intellect 
in  those  four  years  ?  Is  there  a  housewife  in  the  whole  Dominion  who 
could  not  give  the  lie  to  their  utterances  ?  A  careful  comparison  of 
the  prices  of  the  various  grades  of  Canadian  grey  cottons  shows  that 
the  average  increase  of  price  at  the  mills  between  December  31st, 
3879,  and  December  31st,  1881,  is  14  per  cent.,  while  the  increase  of 
duty  upon  the  same  class  of  goods  amount  to  12£  per  cent.  It  is  ab- 
surd, therefore,  to  talk  about  the  increase  in  the  tariff  having  no  effect 
upon  the  price  of  Canadian  goods.  The  facts  uniformly  show  that 
those  goods  are  sold  just  far  enough  under  the  cost  of  the  imported 
article,  with  duty  added,  to  enable  the  Canadian  manufacturer  to 
secure  the  sale,  and  to  this  end  a  slight  conc-ssion  only  is  necessary. 

THE  INCREASED  COST  OF  GOODS  DUE  TO  THE  TARIFF. 

The  effect  of  the  tariff  has  been  to  impose  an  enormously  added 
tax  upon  the  cotton  and  woollen  goods  we  buy  of  Great  Britain  and 
the  "United  States.  The  cost  of  Canadian  cottons  is,  on  the  average, 
over  25  ]  er  cent,  higher  than  the  same  goods  could  be  imported  for 
free  of  duty.  This  is  a  great  stroke  of  fortune  to  the  Canadian  manu- 
facturers, for  under  it  the  cost  of  domestic  production  is  increased  to 
the  extent  of  $1,000,000  per  annum,  which  large  extra  sum  the 
people  pay. 

Our  imports  of  cotton  goods  last  year  paid  a  duty  of  $2,271,937, 
which  was  $486,156  more  than  would  have  been  paid  under  the  old 
tarifi'. 


24 

Our  imports  of  woollen  goods  last  year  paid  a  duty  of  $2,345,627, 
which  was  $815,773  more  than  the  same  goods  would  have  paid  under 
the  old  tariff. 

The  Canadian  consumers,  Therefore,  paid  in  the  fiscal  year  1880-81 
$1,301,929  more  for  imported  cotton  and  woollen  goods  than  would 
have  been  paid  under  the  previous  tariff,  and  in  addition  they  paid  a 
sum  exceeding  the  extra  duties  for  the  increased  cost  of  Canadian 
cottons  and  woollens  due  to  the  increase  of  tariff  rates. 

ENORMOUS  PROFITS  OF  THE  COTTON  LORDS. 

Before  the  change  of  the  tariff  Canadian  cotton  mills  were  making 
profits  that  ought  to  have  been  satisfactory,  and  in  the  natural  course 
of  events  those  profits  would  have  largely  increased  without  any  tariff 
changes.  The  change  in  the  United  States  that  brought  about  a  great 
revival  there  and  in  Canada  took  place  in  1879.  But  even  without 
an  improvement  in  the  business  of  our  cotton  mills,  such  as  a  revival 
in  trade  was  sure  to  bring,  they  did  not  need  additional  protection. 
The  Hochelaga  mill  made  27  per  cent,  upon  its  capital  in  1878,  and  it 
is  believed  that  none  of  our  cotton  mills  made  less  than  10  per  cent, 
that  year.  Surely  these  were  profits  enough  to  satisfy  the  demands  of 
reasonable  men.  But  the  Government  had  favors  in  its  gift,  and  it 
bestowed  them  bountifully,  if  not  wisely.  Since  the  change  in  the 
tariff,  Canadian  cotton  mills  have  made  profits  so  enormous  that 
the  attempt  in  many  instances  has  been  male  to  conceal  the 
amount  by  watering  stock,  and  applying  earnings  to  the  enlargement 
of  capacity. 

THE  HOCHELAGA  MILL 

had  a  capital  of  $400,000  in  1878.  The  stock  has  since  been  waterec 
by  one-third  the  original  amount.  The  cash  dividend  the  last  few 
years  has  been  10  per  cent. — equal  to  13^  per  cent,  on  the  original 
amount.  Since  the  new  tariff  the  mill  and  machinery  have  been 
doubled  and  then  trebled  out  of  the  earnings.  The  watered  stock  is 
worth  $275,  and  the  actual  net  profits  on  the  real  bona  fide  capital  of 
$400,000  is  50  per  cent,  per  annum — $200,000  a  year  over  and  above 
all  expenses  on  a  capital  of  $400,000  !  That  is  what  the  N.  P.  is  doing 
for  the  cotton  lords  who  own  the  Hochelaga  mill. 

THE  VALLEYFIELD  MILL, 

which  has  not  been  in  operation  as  long  as  the  Hochelaga  one,  was 
started  with  a  capital  of  $374,000.  That  stock  has  been  watered  up  to 
$500,000.  The  dividend  last  year  was  20  per  cent.,  equal  to  27  per 
cent,  on  the  actual  cash  stock,  besides  which  $23,000  was  set  aside  to 
rest  account,  and  $15,000  spent  in  improvements  and  additions,  thus 
making  the  actual  net  profits  on  the  original  stock  37  per  cent.  The 
stock  of  this  company  is  worth  187,  equal  to  $215  on  each  $100  of 
the  actual  cash  stock  originally  invested.  Valleyfield  stock  is  as  good 
as  a  bonanza  mine  to  the  fortunate  ones  who  own  it,  and  it  will  con- 
tinue so  to  be  so  long  as  a  long-suffering  people  will  submit  to  pay  the 
high  tax  which  the  tariff  enables  the  manufacturers  to  impose  and 
collect. 

A  REDRESS  OF  THE  GRIEVANCE  REFUSED. 

The  discussion  upon  Mr.  Anglin's  motion  clearly  proved  that  the 
duties  upon  cottons  and  woollens  are  unequally  distributed,  and  bear 
harshly  and  cruelly  upon  the  poor.  The  plea  of  necessity  cannot  be 
raised,  for  we  have  a  large  surplus  revenue.    The  cotton  manufacturers 
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are  not  entitled  to  the  increased  protection  mainly  at  the  expense  of  the 
poor  and  the  middle  classes,  for  their  profits  were  high  enough  before 
the  duties  were  raised,  and  are  now  enormously  and  unjustly  high. 

The  amendment  asked  for  the  redress  of  a  grievance  affecting  the 
great  mass  of  the  population  of  Canada,  and  in  the  interests  of  justice 
and  fair  play  it  should  have  been  granted  without  a  dissenting  voice. 

It  was  rejected  by  a  strict  party  vote.  Yeas  (Liberal),  52  ;  Nays 
(Tory),  118. 


THE  DUTIES  ON  COAL 


Why  they  were  Imposed,  and  why  they  have  Utterly  Failed 
of  their  Object— An  Odious  Burden  on  the  Few- 

The  duties  on  coal  are  a  leading  feature  of  the  so-called  National 
Policy.  They  were  imposed  with  the  view  of  giving  to  Nova  Scotia 
miners  the  markets  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  of  keeping  American  coal 
out  of  the  Dominion,  and  securing  Canada  for  the  Canadians.  At  first 
a  uniform  duty  of  fifty  cents  per  ton  was  placed  on  hard  and  soft  coal, 
although  none  of  the  former  is  found  in  Canada  ;  afterwards  the  duty 
on  soft  coal  was  increased  to  sixty  cents  per  ton,  The  tax  has  been 
paid  all  right  enough  ;  it  has  gone  into  the  public  treasury,  and  helped 
to  make  the  boasted  four  millions  of  surplus.  But  has  the  object  of 
the  Government  been  realized  ?  Has  it  given  to  Nova  Scotia  miners 
the  markets  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  or  shut  American  coal  out  of  the 
Dominion  1  A  short  and  simple  statement  of  facts  will  show  that  it  has 
not. 

THE  SOLID  FACTS. 

In  1877-8,  the  last  full  year  before  the  tax  was  imposed,  there 
were  imported  into  Ontario  from  the  United  States  588,412  tons  of 
hard  and  soft  coal.  In  1880-81,  with  the  tax  imposed,  there  were  im- 
ported 810,970  tons.  Instead,  therefore,  of  American  coal  being  shut 
out  and  Nova  Scotia  coal  getting  the  market,  the  supply  of  American 
coal  has  been  increased  by  222,558  tons,  and  the  Ontario  consumers 
are  made  to  pay  an  extra  tax  of  $400,000.  Another  fact  is  supplied 
by  a  return  presented  this  year  to  the  House  of  Commons,  showing 
the  quantity  of  coal  carried  from  Nova  Scotia  ports  through  the  St. 
La-wrence  Canals  and  St.  Ann's  Lock  on  the  Ottawa.  Through  the 
former,  in  1877-8,  it  was  36,626  tons,  and  in  1880-81  it  was  31,402  tons. 
During  the  latter,  in  1877-8,  it  was  52,644  tons,  and  in  1880-81  it  was 
49,057  tons.  In  1878  the  total  was  87,270  tons,  and  in  1880-81  it  was 
only  80,459  tons. 

WHY  THE  DUTIES  HAVE  FAILED  OF  THEIR  OBJECT. 

These  facts  show  conclusively  that  the  coal  duties  have  failed  of 
their  object.  The  Nova  Scotia  miners  have  not  got,  and  cannot  hope 
to  get,  the  home  markets  that  the  Government  promised  them.  And 
the  reason  is  obvious  :  they  are  one  thousand  miles  farther  away  from 
the  Ontario  markets  than  their  Pennsylvania  rivals. 

From  New  Glasgow  in  Nova  Scotia  to  Toronto  is  1,158  miles — 
C60  miles  over  the  Intercolonial   and   498  over  the   Grand   Trunk. 
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Under  a  special  arrangement  made  by  the  Government  with  tin- 
Grand  Trunk,  that  railway  carries  coal  by  the  car  load  from  Chaudiere 
Junction  to  Toronto  at  the  very  low  rate  of  $1.76  per  ton,  or  just 
one-third  of  a  cent  per  mile.  The  rate  from  New  Glasgow  to  Chaudiere 
Junction  over  the  Intercolonial — 162  miles  longer  than  the  Grand 
Trunk  haul — is  only  $1.78  per  ton,  or  one-fourth  of  a  cent  per  mile. 
This  makes  $3. 54  per  ton  for  the  whole  distance.  Add  the  price  of 
coal  at  the  New  Glasgow  pits,  which  is  $1.72  per  ton,  and  the  cost,  laid 
down  in  Toronto,  is  $5.26  per  ton. 

The  freight  at  the  same  low  rates  to  London — a  distance  of  1,279 
miles  from  New  Glasgow— is  $44.52  per  car  load,  or  $3.96  per  ton. 
Add  the  price  of  coal  at  the  pits,  and  the  cost,  delivered  at  London,  is 
found  to  be  $5.68  per  ton. 

To  Hamilton — a  distance  of  1,198  miles  from  New  Glasgow  via  the 
Great  Western  from  Toronto,  or  1,224  miles  via  the  North- Western 
from  Georgetown — the  freight  is  $45.84  per  car  load,  or  $4.08  per  ton. 
Add  the  price  paid  to  the  coal  miners,  and  the  cost  to  the  Hamilton 
dealer  is  $5.81  per  ton. 

From  Pittsburg  in  Pennsylvania  to  Toronto  is  only  360  miles,  and 
the  cost  of  freight,  as  given  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  is  $2.40  per  ton,  or 
two-thirds  of  a  cent  per  mile — about  three  times  the  Intercolonial  rate, 
under  Sir  Charles  Tupper's  own  management.  Add  the  price  of  soft 
coal  at  Pittsburg — which,  with  improved  machinery  in  mining,  is  only 
$1.22  per  ton — and  the  duty,  60  cents  per  ton,  and  the  total  cost,  laid 
down  in  Toronto,  is  $4. 22.  Take  off  the  duty,  and  the  cost  would  be 
$3.62,  or  $1.64  per  ton  less  than  the  Nova  Scotia  coal ;  with  the  duty 
imposed,  the  Nova  Scotia  coal  is  still  undersold  by  $1.04  per  ton. 

The  cost,  laid  down  in  Hamilton  (40  miles  nearer  Pittsburg),  at  the 
same  rate  for  freight,  is  say  $3. 82  per  ton.  Take  off  the  duty,  and  the 
cost  would  be  $3.22,  or  $2.59  per  ton  less  than  the  Nova  Scotia  coal ; 
with  the  duty  against  it,  it  outbids  the  Nova  Scotia  article  by  $2  per 
ton.     In  London  the  difference  would  be  very  nearly  the  same. 

With  such  odds  against  the  Nova  Scotia  miners,  and  in  spite  of 
the  discriminating  rates  granted  by  the  Government  over  the  Inter- 
colonial railway,  and  secured  over  the  Grand  Trunk,  it  is  sheer  folly 
to  expect  that  their  coal  can  ever  be  sent  into  Ontario  with  profit. 
They  are  handicapped  to  the  extent  of  at  least  $2  per  ton.  The  duty 
is  no  advantage  to  them,  and  it  is  a  heavy  burden  on  the  ones  who 
pay  it. 

BUT  WHO  PAYS  THE  DUTY? 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley  says  producers  and  consumers  pay  one-half 
each.  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  in  his  character  of  "  great  stretcher,"  says 
whatever  suits  the  occasion.  In  his  speech  on  the  Budget  in  1878  he 
said  the  consumers  paid  it,  just  as  the  consumers  of  coal  oil  in  the 
Lower  Provinces  paid  the  coal  oil  tax.  He  said  the  same  thing  to  the 
electors  of  Pictou  last  year,  telling  them  that  the  people  of  Ontario  paid 
$400,000  on  coal  duties,  and  to  that  extent  he  said  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia  were  relieved  from  taxation.  In  his  speech  on  the  Budget  de- 
bate this  year  he  said  that  the  American  producers  paid  the  whole  of  it. 
But  Sir  Charles  Tupper  may  be  left  to  dispute  the  question  with  him- 
self. 

It  is  very  well  known  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  who  pays  the  duty 
on  coal.  It  is  well  known  that  American  dealers  fix  the  price  on  tho 
first  day  of  each  month  for  the  month,  that  no  change  is  made  in  it  until 
the  price  is  fixed  again,  and  that  in  dealing  with  a  buyer  they  don't 
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ask  or  care  whether  he  lives  in  Toronto  or  Montreal,  Chicago  or  New 
York.  With  a  market  of  66,000,000  tons  in  their  own  country  they 
are  not  likely  to  sell  a  paltry  1,000,000  tons  to  foreign  customers  at  50 
or  60  cents  below  the  market  price,  more  especially  when  the  foreign 
customers  are  dependent  on  them  for  supplies. 

The  simple  fact  that  the  average  price  of  coal  is  70  to  75  cents 
higher  in  Sarnia  than  in  Port  Huron,  and  in  Windsor  than  in  Detroit 
— places  only  a  mile  apart  on  opposite  sides  of  the  international  line — 
ought  to  settle  the  question  of  who  pays  the  duty  to  every  man  of 
average  common  sense. 

WHY  THE  DUTIES  OUGHT  TO  BE  STRUCK  OFF. 

There  are  many  reasons  why  the  coal  tax  ought  to  be  repealed— 
why  it  should  never  have  been  imposed.  It  will  suffice  to  indicate  a 
few. 

1.  The  tax  is  not  fairly  distributed.  It  is  paid  by  people  in  the 
towns  and  cities,  where  coal  is  cheaper  fuel  than  wood.  Nine-tenths 
of  the  people  of  Ontario  have  never  directly  paid  a  dollar  of  coal  tax. 
The  remaining  tenth,  which  includes  the  mass  of  artisans  and  work- 
ing-men, bear  the  whole  load — a  tax  of  $400,000  a  year. 

2.  It  is  a  tax  on  industries .  Every  blacksmith's  shop  in  the  coun- 
try and  a  great  many  factories  and  machine  shops  are  made  to  pay  it, 
and  it  goes  to  swell  the  cost  of  production. 

3.  It  is  a  tax  on  railways  and  steamships — making  freight  and 
passenger  traffic  dearer,  or  else  keeping  down  profits  and  robbing  work- 
ing-men of  their  wages. 

4.  It  is  an  unnecessary  tax.  The  revenue  of  the  country  is 
$4,000,000  in  excess  of  requirements. 

5.  It  has  failed  of  its  object.  It  has  not  given  the  Ontario  markets 
to  the  owners  of  Nova  Scotia  mines,  and  it  never  will. 

Those  reasons  amply  justified  the  Liberal  party  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  asking  for  the  repeal  of  the  coal  duties,  but  Mr.  Laurier's 
motion  to  that  end  was  opposed  by  the  whole  strength  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  was  defeated  on  a  vote  of  120  to  47. 

AN  UNJUST  AND  ODIOUS  BURDEN. 

The  coal  tax  is  an  unjust  and  odious  burden  on  the  few  who  are 
forced  to  pay  it.  It  is  revolting  to  every  sense  of  justice  and  fair  play, 
and  the  tax,  and  the  Government  that  imposed  it  and  stands  by  it, 
must  go  down  together. 


DUTIES  ON  FUEL  AND  BREADSTUFFS. 

Following  is  the  text  of  a  resolution  moved  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  last  session  by  Mr.  Laurier,  on  the  subject  of  the  fuel  and  bread- 
stuffs  duties  : 

"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  now  leave  the  chair,  but  that  it  be  resolved 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  public  interests  would  be  promoted 
by  the  repeal  of  the  duties  imposed  on  coal,  coke  and  breadstuffa,  free 
under  the  former  tariff,  and  by  these  articles  being  made  free. " 

The  Government  and  their  supporters  opposed  the  resolution  in 
full  force,  and  it  was  defeated  by  a  vote  of  47  yeas  to  120  nays. 
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THE  DUTY  ON  IRON. 


It  is  an  Injury  to  the  Iron  Industry,  and  Lfr^ly 
Increases  Prices  to  Consumers. 

The  duty  on  iron  is  one  of  the  strong  features  of  the  National 
Policy.  It  was  imposed  with  the  object  of  promoting  the  manufacture 
of  steel  and  iron  in  the  country,  but  it  has  failed  to  render  the  industry 
any  service  whatever.  The  Canadian  Steel  Company  in  Nova  Sc  otia 
is  the  one  concern  which  might  be  benefited,  but  the  advantage  which 
the  N.  P.  professed  to  give  with  one  hand  it  took  away  with  another. 
The  duty  of  $2  per  ton  on  pig  iron,  the  agents  of  the  Company  declare, 
is  barely  adequate  to  counterpoise  the  duty  put  on  coal,  and  it  ' '  will 
neither  encourage  the  Steel  Company  to  enlarge  its  operations  nor  be 
likely  to  induce  other  companies  to  establish  ironworks  in  this  country." 
It  has  neither  aided  the  manufacturers  of  iron  by  making  their  business 
more  profitable,  nor  given  them  the  home  market ;  but  it?  has  largely 
increased  prices  to  consumers.  The  following  tables  show  at  a  glance 
how  it  has  operated : 

IMPORTS   OP   IRON. 

Tons.         Value.         Average  Duty.  Duty  Collected. 

1878 86,662     $2,852,644        3§  per  cent.  $104,289 

1881 135,243      3,299,188      13£    "      "  441,631 

IMPORTS   OF   MANUFACTURES   OF   IRON. 

Value.         Average  Duty.         Duty  Collected. 

1878 $4,449,997       13f  per  cent.  $   606,880 

1881 5,115,686       24     "       "  1,226,889 

It  is  clear  that  the  duty  did  not  have  the  effect  of  shutting  out 
foreign  iron  or  the  manufactures  of  it,  for  a  much  larger  quantity  of 
both  were  imported  last  year  than  before  the  duties  were  increased.  It 
is  equaUy  clear  that  it  has  added  very  considerably  to  prices,  for  while 
in  1878  the  average  duty  on  iron  and  manufactures  of  iron  was  only  9  7 
per  cent,  the  average  in  1881  was  20  per  cent. 

EFFECTS  OF  THE  HIGH  TARIFF. 

The  prices  for  iron  landed  in  Montreal  have  kept  pace  year  by 
year  with  the  corresponding  prices  in  Liverpool,  and  the  Londonderry 
manufacturers  (the  Canadian  Steel  Company)  have  taken  advantage 
not  only  of  the  insurance  and  the  duty,  but  of  the  damage  suffered  by 
iron  imported  from  Great  Britain. 

Agriculturists  compose  the  great  mass  of  our  population,  and 
the  cost  of  all  their  implements  has  been  increased  by  the  duty  with- 
out any  corresponding  gain.  Lumbermen  employ  75,000  men,  and  the 
prices  of  saws,  axes,  files,  chains,  &c,  have  been  increased  to  them  at 
an  average  rate  of  $12.50  on  every  $100  ;  so  with  blacksmiths,  who 
number  over  10,000  men  ;  so  with  coopers,  who  number  3,500  men  ; 
so  with  cabinet- make  is,  who  employ  5,000  hands  ;  sc  with  carriage- 
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makers,  who  employ  8,000  or  9,000  hands  ;  so  with  the  agricultural 
implement  factories,  which  employ  3,000  hands  ;  so  with  the  nail-tack 
makers,  who  employ  1,000  hands. 

In  nearly  all  those  industries  the  manufacturers  possessed  the  home 
market  before  the  N.  P.  existed,  arid  the  only  effect  of  the  heavy  duty 
on  iron  has  been  to  increase  prices  and  lessen  profits.  The  average  in- 
crease last  year  over  the  prices  of  1878  was  $10.30  on  every  $100,  and 
no  manufacturer  is  the  richer  for  it. 

THE  LIBERAL  POLICY. 

The  Liberal  party  believe  that  any  addition  to  the  price  of  iron  is 
a  burden  to  every  class  and  industry  of  the  country  ;  and,  therefore, 
not  merely  on  behalf  of  the  manufacturers,  but  also  on  behalf  of  the 
people,  they  claim  that  this  burden  should  be  taken  from  the  industries 
of  the  country  in  order  that  the  people  may  obtain  from  the  domestic 
manufacturers  and  importers  goods  at  more  reasonable  rates.  It  was 
in  this  spirit  that,  during  the  late  session  of  Parliament,  the  following 
resolution  was  moved  by  Hon.   Mr.  Burpee  : 

',  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  now  leave  the  chair,  but  that  it  be  resolved 
that  pig,  bar  and  sheet  iron,  boiler  plate  and  tubing,  are  raw  materials  for  a 
large  number  of  important  Canadian  manufacturers  in  extensive  use. 

"  That  the  increased  burden  of  duties  now  imposed  on  such  materials 
enhances  the  cost  thereof  to  the  damage  of  both  the  manufacturers  and  con- 
sumers, and  that  the  duties  on  such  materials  for  manufacturers  should  be 
reduced  so  as  to  enable  the  manufacturer  to  supply  the  consumer  at  a  lower 
cost." 

The  Government  opposed  the  resolution,  and  it  was  rejected  by  a 
vote  of  47  yeas  to  114  nays. 
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THE  TREATY-HAKIM  POWER. 


Canada's  Eight  to  Develop  her  own  Kesources. 
She  is  no  longer  an  Ordinary  Depend- 
ency of  the  Crown. 

From  the  moment  that  our  sturdy  Reform  forefathers — whose 
eloquent  advocacy  of  the  noble  principles  they  professed  could  not  be 
silenced  by  the  bitter  opposition  of  Family  Compactism,  and  whose 
ardent  patriotism  could  not  be  quenched  by  the  never-ceasing  persecu- 
tions of  the  Tories  of  their  day — gained  for  their  beloved  country,  by 
their  struggles,  the  priceless  concession  of  representative  and  respon- 
sible Government  —  from  that  moment,  we  repeat,  Canada  was  no 
longer  an  ordinary  dependency  of  the  British  Crown.  She  proudly 
stepped  to  the  first  place  among  colonies,  if  a  self-governing  nation 
may  be  termed  a  colony.  She  felt  herself  every  inch  a  nation,  and 
from  the  first  has  acquitted  herself  so  as  to  deserve  the  confidence  of 
the  Imperial  authorities,  vindicate  the  pledges  of  the  Reform  party, 
and  deserve  the  plaudits  of  all  civilized  countries.  For  forty  years 
she  has  ruled  herself,  enjoying  during  that  period  a  contentment  and 
tranquillity  to  which  she  had  ever  before  been  a  stranger.  Of  recent 
years  her  people  have  very  laudably  become  alive  to  the  absolute 
necessity  which  exists  for  a  further  concession — a  concession,  too,  which 
naturally  enough  flows  from  the  first  one,  viz. , 

THE  RIGHT  TO  MAKE  HER  OWN  TREATIES, 

or,  at  least,  have  a  voice  in  making  those  the  provisions  of  which  she 
must  observe  by  reason  of  her  connection  with  the  British  Crown,  in 
which  alone  still  resides  the  power  of  framing  all  the  treaties  which 
affect  the  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  all  her  colonies. 
This  concession  is  one  which  can  be  made  without  detracting  from  the 
dignity  of  the  empire,  and  one  which,  in  spite  of  the  old  Tory  fogy- 
ism  of  the  day,  she  will  yet  secure.  The  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party, 
in  whose  breasts  dwells  the  spirit  which  animated  our  forefathers,  have 
committed  themselves  to  the  acquisition  of  this  second  boon,  and  will 
never  rest  until  it  has  been  conceded.  Mr.  Blake,  on  the  21st  of 
April  last,  brought  the  question  before  the  House  of  Commons,  in  a 
speech  which  was  so  powerful  in  its  patriotism,  so  irresistible  in  its 
logic,  and  so  unanswerable,  that  it  carried  consternation  into  the  ranks 
of  his  opponents,  some  of  whom,  who  differ  from  him  upon  all  other 
political  issues,  gladly  cast  their  votes  for  the  following  resolutions, 
which  he  moved  : 
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MR.  BLAKE'S  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  Blake  moved  that  it  be  Resolved,  That  Canada  no  longer  occupies 
the  position  of  an  ordinary  dependency  of  the  Crown ;  she  numbers  four 
millions  of  freemen  trained  in  the  principles  of  constitutional  Government; 
she  comprises  one  half  of  the  North  American  continent,  including  seven 
Provinces  federally  united  under  an  Imperial  Charter,  which  recites  that 
her  constitution  is  to  be  similar  in  principle  to  that  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  she  possesses  executive  and  legislative  authority  over  vast 
areas  in  the  North- West,  out  of  which  one  Province  has  already  been 
created,  and  in  time  others  will  be  formed. 

That  special  and  increasing  responsibilities  devolve  upon  the  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  of  Canada  in  connection  with  the  development  of 
her  resources,  the  improvement  of  her  condition,  her  general  progress  in 
the  scale  of  nations,  and  her  geographical  situation,  which  renders  her 
even  more  responsible  than  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom  for 
the  maintenance  of  international  relations  with  the  United  States. 

That  having  regard  to  these  considerations,  there  is  no  possession  of 
the  Crown,  beyond  the  limits  of  the  United  Kingdom,  which  is  entitled  to 
such  an  ample  measure  of  self-government,  or  so  full  an  application  of  the 
principles  of  constitutional  freedom,  as  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

That  it  would  be  the  interest  of  Canada  to  obtain  more  free  access  to 
the  markets  of  the  world,  and  that  a  more  extended  interchange  of  com- 
modities with  other  countries  would  augment  the  national  prosperity. 

That  in  most  of  the  treaties  of  commerce  entered  into  by  England 
reference  has  only  been  had  to  their  effect  on  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
the  colonies  have  been  excluded  from  their  operation,  a  fact  which  has 
been  attended  with  unfortunate  results  to  Canada,  especially  as  relates 
to  France. 

That  the  conditions  of  Canada,  and  the  system  on  which  her  duties  of 
Customs  have  been  and  are  now  imposed,  vary  widely  from  those  existent 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  open  to  the  basis  and  negotiation  of  commercial 
arrangements  with  other  States*or  British  possessions  views  and  considera- 
tions which  do  not  apply  to  the  case  of,  or  harmonize  with  the  policy  of,  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  which  it  is  difficult  for  the  Government  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  advance  ;  and  which  can  be  best  realized  and  presented  by 
the  Government  of  Canada  through  a  negotiator  named  by  her  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  separate  trade  conventions  with  countries  with  which 
Canada  has,  or  may  expect,  distinct  trade. 

That  the  complications  and  delays  involved  in  the  reference  to  the 
Departments  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  points  arising 
in  the  course  of  trade  negotiations  enhance  the  difficulties  of  the  situation, 
and  diminish  the  chances  of  success  ;  and  have  already  resulted  in  loss  to 
Canada. 

That  it  is  expedient  to  obtain  all  necessary  powers  to  enable  Her 
Majesty,  through  her  reprepresentative,  the  Governor-General  of  Canada, 
acting  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Queen's  Privy  Council  for  Canada,  to 
enter  by  an  agent  or  representative  of  Canada  into  direct  communication 
with  any  British  possession  or  foreign  State,  for  the  purpose  of  negotiat- 
ing commercial  arrangements  tending  to  the  advantage  of  Canada,  subject 
to  the  prior  consent  or  the  subsequent  approval  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  signified  by  Act. 

GROWTH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  OP  CANADIAN  LIBERTIES. 

Mr.  Blake  in  the  course  of  his  speech  pointed  out  that  he  believed 
such  changes  had  taken  place  in  Canada,  that  the  time  had  arrived 
for  a  definition  of  the  views  of  the  representatives  of  the  people  of 
this  country  on  this  subject.  There  had  been  an  almost  continuous 
growth  and  development.  The  underlying  principle  and  spirit  of  the 
constitution  had  been  the  development  of  the  popular  principle  of 
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government,  and  this  had  been  continuously  enforced  and  realized  in  a 
greater  extent  as  there  existed  and  was  made  apparent  a  greater 
capacity  in  the  people  to  exercise 

THE  POWERS  OF  SELF-GOVERNMENT. 

No  one  could  survey  the  condition  of  the  British  Empire  without 
being  convinced  not  merely  that  a  cast-iron  system  applicable  to  all 
the  dependencies  is  impossible,  but  that  the  various  dependencies  of 
the  empire  present  in  their  conditions  and  circumstances,  in  the 
character  as  well  as  the  number  of  their  populations,  a  problem  which 
must  be  a  changing  problem  from  day  to  day,  or  at  any  rate  from 
decade  to  decade  ;  that  one  community  may  in  its  circumstances  and 
situation  be  fit  for  a  greater,  another  for  a  less,  another  as  yet  for  no 
share  of  self-government  at  all ;  and  therefore,  taken  as  a  whole,  the 
relation  of  the  empire  to  its  dependencies  must  be  one  of  flux,  of 
change,  of  progress,  just  as  in  those  days  which  preceded  Confedera- 
tion.    He  held  that 

THE  DRIFT  OF  EVENTS 

in  all  British  colonies  was  towards  the  Federative  system,  with  con- 
stantly enlarging  powers  of  self-government,  and  that  Canada  was 
the  most  advanced  of  any  colony  in  political  development,  in  famili- 
arity with  the  principles  and  practice  of  self-government,  in  self-re- 
liance, and  ability  to  manage  her  own  affairs.  A  fair  and  reasonable 
arrangement  by  which  foreign  markets  may  be  obtained  by  Canadian 
domestic  products,  whether  natural  or  manufactured,  must  redound 
to  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  all  classes  of  the  community,  and  be 
a  gain  to  each  class  without  being  a  loss  to  any.  He  maintained  that 
while  there  were  serious  differences  of  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  the  tariff 
upon  the  manufacturing  interests,  in  so  far  as  it  heightens  the  cost  of 
the  raw  material,  all  were  agreed  about  our  ends  though  we  might 
differ  about  our  means.  All  agree  that  it  is  important  to  extend  the 
trade  of  the  country  to  enlarge  its  commercial  relations,  whether  in 
natural  or  manufactured  products,  as  far  as  we  possibly  can  by 

SEEKING  FREER  COMMERCIAL  INTERCOURSE. 

Since  the  abrogation  of  the  Reciprocity  Treaty,  nothing  effectual 
had  been  done  in  the  direction  of  procuring  by  negotiation  and  com- 
munication freer  foreign  markets  and  better  trade.  England  in  her 
commercial  treaties  had  not  helped  us.  She  had  as  a  rule  regarded,  in 
the  making  of  those  treaties,  her  own  trade  only.  There  had  been 
much  cry  but  little  wool.  We  had  been  unable  as  yet  to  make  any 
efficient  progress.  All  our  efforts  had  been  complicated  and  embar- 
rassed by  overshadowing  English  interests,  and  by  that  complicated 
system  of  diplomacy  which  prevails  under  the  existing  arrangement. 
Mr.  Blake  illustrated  his  point  by  referring  to 

THE  RECENT  DISASTROUS  FAILURE 

on  the  part  of  Sir  Alexander  Gait  to  effect  an  understanding  with 
France,  because  he  was  hampered  by  the  red-tapeism  and  circumlo- 
cution of  the  British  Home  Office,  by  which  he  was  controlled  in  his 
negotiations.  Having  still  further  emphasize*!  his  contention  in  this 
respect,  Mr.  Blake  asked  "  Who  are  so  fit  to  negotiate  as  our  own 
people,  who  thoroughly  understand  our  situation,  our  capabilities,  our 
wants,  our  requirements,  what  we  have  to  offer,  what  we  want  to 
attain  V*     Mr.  Blake  continued  : 
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"I  say  this  can  be  done  effectually  only  by  altering  our  system, 
d  by  dealing  with  the  subject  through  our  own  negotiators  and  accord- 
g  to  our  owfi  views.  But  objections  are  made  to  this.  What  are  those 
Sections '  The  first  is  that  our  envoy  would  not  be  treated  with  respect 
repudiate  that  suggestion.     The  Queen  is  the  Queen  of  Canada  as  well 

the  Queen  of  England,  and  an  envoy  sent  by  the  Queen  through  her 
presentative  in  Canada  is  the  Queen's  envoy  as  much  as  if  he  had  been 
nt  from  the  Court  of  St.  James.  Again  it  is  said  we  are  a  small 
•untrv,  and  that  our  interests  are  trifling.  That  also  I  entirely  repudiate, 
ippose  they  are  trifling,  they  will  receive  no  more  attention  m  consequence 

the  medium  through  which  they  are  presented  In  matters  of  trade 
te  magnitude  of  the  interests  involved  measures  the  attention  attracted, 
he  question  in  a  matter  of  business  is  <  What  have  you  to  sell  and  how 
uch  do  you  want  from  us?'  Therefore,  trifling  interests  will  receive 
•ifling  attention,  no  matter  by  whom  presented. 

ENFORCING  TREATY  PROVISIONS. 
nee  again,  it  is  said  the  United  Kingdom  would  not  go  to  war  to  enforce 
le  provisions  of  any  treaty  that  might  be  made.     I  do  not  believe  they 
ould      I  do  not  hope  they  would.     I  think  at  this  time,  at  this  period  in 
le  world's  history,  it  is  preposterous  to  think  that  sensible  people  would 

0  to  war  in  order  to  keep  their  trade.  The  smallest  war  would  create 
greater  interruption  of  the  most  restricted  relations  between  two  civilized 

Entries  than  the  breach  of  any  treaty.  I  hope  there  is  coming  a  better 
>eling  and  that  more  and  more  we  will  learn  to  believe  that  for  such 
reaties  as  this,  at  any  rate,  we  have  the  best  safeguard  of  their  mamten- 
nce  in  the  sense  of  honor  and  of  justice  of  civilized  nations  and  general 
ublic  opinion  throughout  the  civilized  and  Christian  world.  It  is  said 
hat  we  cannot  have  the  benefit  of 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE  OF  ENGLAND. 
,luch  good  it  has  done  us,  Mr.  Speaker.  The  history  of  the  diplomatic 
erviceof  England,  so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned  has  been  a  history  of 
rror,  blunde?,  wrong,  and  concession.  It  is  certainly  not  a  history  which 
vrouldlead  us  to  believe  that  the  service  was  especially  valuable  tons. 
The  diplomatists  of  these  modern  times  who  have  been  most  successful  m 
natters  of  business  have  been  those  who  have  been  most  conversant  with 
,he  matter  in  hand,  who  knew  best  the  needs,  the  wants,  the  capabilities, 
,he  resources  of  the  country,  and  the  details  of  the  question.  Business 
nen  dealing  with  business  questions  are  most  successful.  The  wisest,  best 
ind  most  accurate  of  diplomatists,  if  only  crammed  superficially,  will 
nake  a  miserable  failure  compared  with  a  man  of  even  less  ability  born  to 
;he  soil  and  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  details  ot  the  matter  in  which  he 
s  concerned.  But  we  should  not  lose  the  benefit  of  the  diplomatic  service 
5f  England  We  could  ask  for  it  when  we  want  it,  and  when  we  think 
Dur  interests  are  concerned.  Again,  it  is  said  it  would  cost  a  great  deal  to 
maintain  a  useless 

STAFF  OF  AMBASSADORS  AND  CONSULS. 
This  is  ridiculous,  because  our  present  system  could  be  continued  by  which 
we  would  send  an  envoy  when  we  want  him,  and  when  we  think  we  are 
justified  by  the  probable  result.     As  to  having,  in  consequence  of  this 
consuls  ana  permanent  ambassadors  at  foreign  capitals^  that  is  quite  out 
of  the  question.     It  does  not  follow  because  you  negotiate  a  treaty  from 
time  to  time,  a  treaty  which  in  its  essence  is  one  enduring  for  some  years, 
that  you  should  have  any  representative  at  a  foreign  capital  pending  the  ex- 
istence of  the  treaty;  and  if  the  arrangement  be  by  mutual  legislation  it  is 
only  when  some  proposals  are  made  of  change  that  the  question  of  nego- 
tiation would  arise.     Then  it  is  said  that  this  is  practically 
A  SEPARATION  FROM  THE  EMPIRE. 

1  denv  that  with  equal  strength.     To-day,  as  I  have  pointed  out   we  make 
laws  to  accomplish  this  result.     To-day  we  have  on  the  statute  a  law  which 
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would  enable  us  to-morrow,  if  the  United  States  Congress  would 
certain  provision,  to  alter  our  fiscal  system  entirely  by  order  of  the  Goi 
ernor  in  Council,  in  order  to  get  better  trade  relations  with  them.  To-daJ 
we  have  laws  which  would  enable  us  to  reduce  the  duties  on  articles  whicl 
we  import  from  France  and  Spain,  if  the  French  Government  or  the  Spanisl 
Government  made  laws  or  other  provisions  reducing  the  duties  on  certaii 
other  articles  in  which  we  trade  with  them.  To-day,  therefore,  this  mall 
ter  is  in  such  a  position  that  all  that  is  required  is  the  intermediary,  thl 
negotiator^,  to  bring  what  we  want  into  practical  execution,  by  whicl 
foreign  Governments  will  be  induced  to  do  that  thing  which  by  our  statutl 
we  have  said  we  would  induce  them  to  do,  by  which,  without  the  inteil 
vention  of  the  British  Government  at  all,  we  would  at  once  reduce  ouJ 
Customs  duties.     I  cannot  see  how  the  interests  of  England  would  be  pre! 

i'udiced  by  our  acting.  Her  interests  are  that  the  duties  should  be  reduced! 
Ler  advantages  and  interests  are  that  we  should  arrange  our  fiscal  syste nl 
as  best  suits  ourselves.  If  she  have,  which  I  do  not  believe,  selfislj 
interests, 

I  DENY  THAT  SHE  HAS  THE  RIGHT 

to  judge  between  us  and  herself  on  the  subject  of  our  interests.  I  denyl 
that  she  has  the  right  to  decide  any  more  than  we  have  the  right  to  decide! 
and  I  maintain  that  by  the  law,  by  the  constitution,  by  the  amount  of 
practical  self-government  which  has  been  accorded  to  us,  we  have  the  right 
to  decide  for  ourselves  what  our  rate  of  duty  shall  be,  and  that  is  thd 
whole  of  this  question.  I  believe  that  by  proceeding  in  this  direction  wj 
shall  be  taking  a  practical  step  towards  obtaining  that  which  the  country! 
wants — towards  obtaining  an  extension  of  our  commercial  relations  ;  wa| 
shall  be  taking  a  practical  business  step  in  addition  ;  we  shall  be  doind 
matters  of  business  in  a  {business  way.  I  believe  we  shall  be  acting  o3 
those  same  principles  of  growth  and  development  to  which  I  referred! 
a  while  ago  ;  that  we  shall  be  evolving  those  principles  of  vitality  and  de-l 
velopment  upon  which  the  continuous  growth  and  expansion  of  the  empire! 
really  depend  :  that  we  shall  be  proceeding  in  the  direction  of  accomplish.) 
ing  that  on  which  the  maintenance  of  the  empire  really  does  depend—J 
such  an  organization  of  its  internal  parts,  such  an  arrangement  of  its  ex-| 
ternal  relations,  such  a  system — unsymmetrical  and  full  of  anomalies,  if  i 
you  please,  but  partaking  of  the  federative  character— as  will  be  calculated! 
to  make  it  continue  and  exist  more  and  more,  not  indeed  as  the  arrogant! 
dominator  over  any  power,  but  as  the  might  of  moral  force,  proving  as  I 
well  by  its  internal  organization  as  by  its  external  relations  the  truth,  by 
precept  and  example,  of  those  principles  of  freedom,  justice,  and  liberality  I 
which  should  sway  the  modern  Christian  world. " 

HOSTILITY  OF  THE  CONSERVATIVE  LEADERS. 

Mr.  Blake  closed  his  speech  amid  ringing  cheers  from  all  parts  of  I 
the  House.  But  Sir  John  Macdonald  flaunted  the  "  old  flag"  in  the  I 
face  of  his  followers  ;  Sir  Hector  Langevin  said  the  resolutions  were  I 
disloyal  to  England  ;  and  the  great  majority  of  Conservative  members! 
were  once  more  whipped  into  line.  There  is,  therefore,  no  hope  f or  I 
the  commercial  independence  of  Canada  so  long  as  the  party  led  byl 
Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir  Hector  Langevin  are  able  to  command  I 
power  and  place.  Sir  John,  as  was  declared  by  one  of  the  French  I 
Conservatives  who  voted  for  the  resolutions,  is  a  man  of  the  dead  past  •  I 
Mr.  Blake  is  a  man  of  the  living  present,  and  he  is  the  hope  of  the  I 
Dominion. 

The  resolutions  were  lost, — 58  members  voting  Yea,  and  101  ' 
voting  Nay.     Six  Government  supporters  voted  with  the  minority, 
viz.  :  Girouard  (Jacques  Cartier),  Houde,  Ouimet,  Coursol,  DeCosnioV, 
and  McDougall . 
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TO  THE  FREE  AND  INDEPENDENT  ELECTORS  OF 
WEST  DURHAM  : 

Gentlemen, 

The  Government,  which  but  a  brief  space  since  was  craving  a 
longer  trial  before  judgment,  has  prematurely  dissolved  Parliament, 
and  precipitated  a  general  election. 

For  what  reason  ?  Because  it  felt  that  it  would  be  weaker  next 
year  than  it  is  to-day,  and  that  its  only  chance  of  victory  lay  in  a 
surprise  !  But  it  has  not  ventured  to  appeal  to  the  constituency  of 
1878. 

IT  HAS  PACXSD  THE  JUE.Y. 

By  an  iniquitous  measure  it  has  concentrated  in  a  few  districts 
large  numbers  of  Liberal  voters,  in  order  to  weaken  the  effective 
Reform  strength  in  many  ridings,  to  impair  the  prospects  of  election 
of  leading  Liberals,  and,  if  possible,  to  turn  a  minority  of  the  people 
into  a  majority  in  Parliament. 

For  these  purposes  it  has  disregarded  the  county  bounds,  dis- 
turbed the  electoral  districts,  and  violated  long-standing  associations 
of  friendship,  business,  and  convenience  throughout  ine  greater  part 
of  Ontario. 

But  even  this  was  not  enough.  , 

Repealing  the  law  which  makes  sheriffs  and  registrars  the  return- 
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ing-officers,  it  has  taken  power  to  appoint  where  it  pleases  its  own 
nominees  to  do  its  work,  and  to  re-enact  the  scenes  oi"  ten  years  ago 
when  men  defeated  at  the  polls  in  Muskoka  and  West  Peterbaco'  ware 
made  into  members  of  Parliament  by  the  will  of  these  officials. 

Such  acts  are  subversive  of  those  principles  of  justice,  equality 
and  fair  play  on  which  our  constitutionre^^nd  which  give  a  moral 
sanction  to  the  laws.  Jm 

They  show  that  Government,  nM.  ndlj  kl  its  boasts,  feels 

itself  beaten  in  a  fair  fight,  and  so  *^F  i 

We  are  appealing  to  all  good  m^H  Kinction  of  party 

to  rebuke  this  gross  abuse  of  power^H  W^w  its  authors  that 

though  they  may  exchange  townships  and  curaip  counties  as  they  like, 
the  vrotes  of  the  electors  on  whom  tliey  count  cannot  be  transferred  to 
the  supporters  of  iniquities  like  these. 

W  e  are  calling  not  only  for  an  enthusiastic,  vigorous  and  organ- 
ized effort  on  the  part  of  Reformers,  but  also  for  the  support  of  many, 
heretofore  indifferent  or  hostile,  who  will  yet  decline  to  become  accom- 
plices in  this  transaction.  And  our  call  is  answered  !  Such  a  spirit 
has  been  aroused  among  the  people  at  large  as  I  have  not  seen  before — 
such  a  spirit  as  warrants  the  belief  that  the  attempt  will  fail  of  its 
base  purpose,  and  will  recoil  with  just  severity  on  the  heads  of  the 
concocters  and  supporters  of  the  plot ! 

BROKEN  PLEDGES  AND  ADDED  BURDENS. 

On  what  do  the  Government  ask  a  renewal  of  your  confidence  ? 

On  a  record  of  broken  pledges  and  of  added  burdens. 

They  promised  that  they  would  not  increase  the  rate  of  taxation  ; 
they  have  enormously  increased  it. 

They  denounced  the  former  scale  of  expenditure  ;  they  have 
largely  raised  it. 

They  declaimed  against  the  additions  which  were  made  to  the 
public  charge  in  order  to  carry  out  a  policy  and  engagements  settled 
under  their  own  former  rule,  and  left  by  them  as  legacies  to  their 
successors  in  1873  ;  they  have  greatly  added  to  that  charge,  and  have, 
as  far  as  in  them  lay,  ensured  the  recurrence  of  a  period  of  severe 
financial  difficulty  and  distress. 

They  boast  of  an  increased  revenue  ;  due,  so  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned, to  increased  taxation  only. 


They  boast  of  an  enlarged  prosperity  ;  due  not  to  them,  but  to  the 
general  revival  of  trade  throughout  the  world,  to  large  products  at  home, 
and  high  prices  abroad. 

THE  PAOZFZC  RAILWAY  CONTRACT. 

They  pride  themselveson  their  Pacific  Railway  contract.  I  con- 
demn that  bargain  asjjl  Hflheing  made  in  secret,  without  public 
tender,  contrary  to  tfl  »cy  of  the  people  and  of  Parliament, 

and  opposed  to  thefl  Maw.     I  condemn  it  as  extravagant^ 

since  the  enterpriBH  P^ty  million  dollars  and  twenty-five 

million  acres  of  the^f  Himds,  while  the  road  is  to  belong  to  the 

company  which  will  realize  the  cost  of  its  part  of  the  work  out  of  its 
land  and  money  subsidies. 

I  condemn  it  as  outrageous,  in  conferring  on  the  company  a  prac- 
tical monopoly,  for  twenty  years,  of  the  trade  of  our  North- West  Ter_ 
ritories,  and  large  privileges  and  exemptions  very  valuable  to  them  and 
still  more  detrimental  to  the  public. 

I  condemn  it  as  indefensible,  being  consummated  in  the  face  of  a 
tender  to  perform  the  same  obligations  for  three  million  dollars  less 
money,  for  three  million  acres  less  land,  without  the  monopoly  of  trade 
without  the  exemptions  from  taxation,  and  on  other  conditions  much 
more  favorable  than  those  of  the  contract. 

I  condemn  it  as  premature,  since  the  true  policy  was  to  provide  for 
the  rapid  completion  of  the  line  from  Thunder  Bay  and  for  the  im- 
mediate construction  of  railways  through  the  prairie,  and  by  securing  the 
early  development  and  settlement  of  the  North- West  to  give  value  to 
our  lands  and  a  traffic  for  the  road  before  contracting  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  eastern  and  western  ends. 

The  progress  of  the  North- West  is  due  to  the  work  we  did  and 
proposed  to  do. 

The  difficulties  and  drawbacks  whi^h  exist — very  serious  now  and 
far  more  serious  in  the  future — are  due  to  the  obnoxious  terms  of  the 
contract. 

One  short  year  has  vindicated  our  policy  !  Who  can  doubt  that, 
had  it  been  adopted,  we  could  to-day  make  a  bargain  for  the  undertak- 
ing infinitely  better  than  that  to  which  we  are  now  committed  ?  The 
Government  and  Parliament  declined  to  give  you  an  opportunity  of 
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deciding  on  the  question.  We  have  now  to  ask  the  popular  judgment 
on  the  men  who  refused  that  opportunity  and  consummated  that  con- 
tract. 

THE  TRADE  QUESTION. 

You  know  well  that  I  do  not  approve  of  needless  restrictions  on 
our  liberty  of  exchanging  what  we  havefoMrfrat  we  want,  and  do  not 
see  that  any  substantial  application  of  Jdfl  lktf)rinciple  has  been 

or  can  be,  made  in  favor  of  the  grdfl        i  Htiie   mechanic,  the 

laborer,  the  farmer,  the  lumberman,  jj  1-1  ^K>r  the  fisherman. 

But  you  know  also  that  I  have  fullyJ|  I    ^p  fact  that  we  are 

obliged  to  raise  yearly  a  great  sum,  mac^f  Rr  by  the  obligations 
imposed  on  us  by  this  Government ;  and  that  we  must  continue  to 
provide  this  yearly  sum  mainly  by  import  duties,  laid  to  a  great  ex 
tent  on  goods  similar  to  those  which  can  be  manufactured  here  ;  and 
that  it  results  as  a  necessary  incident  of  our  settled  fiscal  system  that 
there  must  be  a  large,  and,  as  I  believe,  in  the  view  of  moderate  pro- 
tectionists, an  ample  advantage  to  the  home  manufacturer. 

Our  adversaries  wish  to  present  to  you  an  issue  as  between  the 
present  tariff  and  absolute  free  trade. 
That  is  not  the  true  issue. 

Free  trade  is,  as  I  have  repeatedly  explained,  for  us  impossible  ; 
and  the  issue  is  whether  the  present  tariff  is  perfect,  or  defective  and 
unjust. 

I  believe  it  to  be  in  some  important  respects  defective  and  unjust. 
We  expressed  our  views  last  session  in  four  motions,  which  de- 
clare that  articles  of  such  prime  necessity  as  fuel  and  breadstuff 
should  be  free  ;  that  the  sugar  duties  should  be  so  adjusted  as  to 
relieve  the  consumer  from  some  part  of  the  enormous  extra  price  he 
s  now  liable  to  pay  to  a  few  refiners ;  that  the  exorbitant  and  un- 
equal duties  on  the  lower  grades  of  cottons  and  woollens  should  be  so 
changed  as  to  make  them  fairer  to  the  masses,  who  now  pay  on  the 
cheapest  goods  taxes  about  twice  as  great  in  proportion  as  those  which 
the  rich  pay  on  the  finest  goods  ;  and  that  the  duties  on  such  materials 
as  iron,  which  is  in  universal  use,  should  be  reduced,  so  as  to  enable 
the  home  manufacturer,  to  whom  it  is  a  raw  material,  to  produce  a 
cheaper  article  for  the  benefit  of  his  home  consumer  and  the  ei  • 
couragement  of  his  foreign  tiaue. 
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I  believe  that  by  changes  of  the  character  I  have  indicated  mono- 
poly and  extravagant  prices  would  be  checked,  a  greater  measure  of 
fair  play  and  justice  to  all  classes  would  be  secured,  and  the  burden 
of  taxation  would  be  better  adjusted  to  the  capacity  of  the  people  who 
are  to  pay.  Depend  upon  it,  a  day  will  come  when  by  sharp  and 
bitter  experience  we  shall  learn  the  truth  ;  and  many  who  even  now 
applaud  will  then  condemn  these  particular  incidents  of  the  tariff. 

But  I  believe  that  our  brief  experience  has  already  convinced  many 
former  supporters  of  the  need  of  amendment,  and  that  a  majority  of 
the  intelligent  electors  are  in  favor  of  such  modifications  in  the  direc- 
tion I  have  pointed  out  as  may  be  made  with  a  due  regard  to  the  legiti- 
mate interests  of  all  concerned. 

THE  NORTH-WEST  2,AH3>  POLICY. 

I  challenge  the  North- West  land  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
has  in  various  forms  given  facilities  for  speculation,  whereby  great  areas 
of  the  choicest  lands  are  falling  into  the  hands  of  middlemen,  who  will 
hold  them  till  they  exact  from  the  immigrant  large  profits,  thus  at  once 
retarding  the  development  of  the  country  and  lessening  the  prosperity 
of  the  settler. 

Our  motto  is,  "  The  land  for  the  settler  ;  the  price  for  the 

PUBLIC." 

CIVIL  SERVICE  REFORM. 

The  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  shows  that  the  existing, 
system  has  resulted  in  bad  appointments,  extravagant  salaries,  the  re- 
tention of  unfit  officers,  the  discouragement  of  many  deserving  men, 
and  great  injury  to  the  public.  It  shows  that  the  true  remedy  is  the 
abolition  of  political  patronage,  the  substitution  of  appointments  by- 
merit,  and  the  reorganization  of  the  system. 

Agreeing  in  the  main  with  these  views,  I  believe  that  the  new  Act 
which  proceeds  on  other  lines,  will  not  remedy  the  admitted  evils. 

Provision  is  needed  to  prevent  improper  practices  in  connection 
with  tenders  and  contracts  for  public  works  ;  but  the  Government  has 
thwarted  such  legislation. 

Those  who  have  not  forgotten  the  events  of  1872  will  know  the 

reason  why. 

PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS. 

Our  provincial  rights  are  amongst  the  chief  jewels  of  our  constitu- 
tion ;  and  on  their  preservation  rest  the  prosperity  and  the  permanence 
of  the  Confederation. 
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Of  these  the  most  valuable— that  indeed  on  which  all  else  depends 
— is  the  right  of  effective  local  legislation  on  local  affairs. 

This  right  has  been  grievously  infringed  by  the  disallowance  of 
the  Streams  Act,  which  dealt  with  a  subject  purely  local,  and  in  no 
wise  conflicted  with  Dominion  interests. 

Its  disallowance,  on  the  ground  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Federal 
Cabinet  it  was  not  a  proper  Act,  creates  .a^toM^jous  precedent,  and 
asserts  a  power  destructive  of  the  autonomy  of  t  ^Rovinces. 

The  majority  of  the  late  Parliament  sanctioned,  while  we  de- 
nounced, that  disallowance. 

It  is  now  for  the  people  to  decide  whether*tney  will  abandon  or 
regain  their  threatened  liberties. 

THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

The  respective  Governments  some  years  ago  submitted  the 
boundary  question  to  the  judgment  of  a  commission  of  eminent, 
able,  and  impartial  men.  The  fact  was  communicated  to  and  discussed 
in  Parliament,  and  although  several  sessions  elapsed  no  adverse 
motion  was  proposed.  On  the  contrary,  Parliament  without  dissent 
voted  the  moneys  necessary  to  carry  on  the  reference,  and  thus  adopted 
the  policy. 

It  was  the  received  opinion  that  the  natural,  reasonable  and  cus- 
tomary mode  of  settling  an  international  question  by  arbitration  would 
not  be  thereafter  questioned. 

The  award  was  made  in  1878  ;  the  present  Government  in  1879 
declined  to  state  its  policy  on  the  question  ;  in  1880  it  promoted  the 
appointment  of  a  partisan  Committee  of  Inquiry  ;  in  1881  it  brought 
Manitoba  into  the  controversy  by  its  mode  of  enlarging  her  eastern 
limits .;  then  it  announced  the  opinion  that  Ontario  did  not  comprise 
.even  her  old  settlements  in  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  William  ;  and 
at  length,  in  1882,  it  took  courage  to  declare  to  Parliament  that  the 
award  should  be  disregarded  in  order  to  a  struggle  to  contract,  if  pos- 
sible, within  those  narrow  bounds  the  limits  of  our  Province. 

The  majority  in  the  late  Parliament  has  sanctioned,  while  we 
have  condemned  this  action.  It  is  for  the  people  to  decide  whether 
the  reference  and  award  shall  be  repudiated  or  respected. 


REFORM  OF  THE  SENATE. 

The  Senate  is  constituted  on  the  principle  of  appointment  for  life 
by  the  Administration  of  the  day,  thus  creating  a  legislative  body 
responsible  to  no  one,  without  provision  to  secure  effective  Federal 
representation,  or  the  necessary  degree  of  harmony  between  the  two 
Chambers. 

I  think  this  plan  defective,  and  out  of  keeping  with  the  true  prin- 
ciples of  popular  government  as  at  this  time  developed. 

I  do  not  propose  that  the  Provinces  should  be  deprived  of  the 
right,  which  many  value,  of  Federal  representation  in  the  present  pro- 
portions, in  a  second  chamber  ;  but  I  would  advocate  the  reduction  of 
its  numbers,  and  the  election  by  the  people  of  its  members.  Our  own 
experience  in  Old  Canada  gives  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  this  plan. 

THE  TRUE  NATIONAL  POLICY. 

I  am  in  favor  of  a  true  national  policy  and  of  every  measure  tend- 
ing to  the  real  progress  of  our  country  and  the  fulfilment  of  its  great 
destiny. 

The  other  day  I  gave  my  heart  and  voice  for  the  assertion  of  our 
right,  as  members  of  the  Empire,  to  express  our  views  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland,  a  truly  Imperial  question,  beyond  our  legislative  competence, 
indeed,  but  in  which,  notwithstanding,  we  have  from  many  points  of 
view  a  most  substantial  interest ;  and  I  congratulate  you  on  the  action 
to  which  Parliament  agreed. 

It  is  a  main  ingredient  in  our  national  progress  that  we  should 
secure  a  larger  trade  and  a  freer  access  to  the  markets  of  the  world. 

Our  efforts  in  this  direction  have  hitherto  been  abortive. 

I  believe  that  a  fuller  freedom  to  manage  for  ourselves  this  part  of 
our  own  affairs  would  give  a  better  prospect  of  success  ;  and,  as  advo- 
cates of  a  truly  national  policy,  we  have  recorded  these  views  in  a  mo- 
tion, which  was  defeated  in  Parliament,  but  for  which  I  ask  a  verdict 
at  the  polls. 

Gentlemen,  the  occasion  is  a  grave  one. 

To  the  people  is  now  remitted  the  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
conduct  of  its  rulers  and  of  settling  the  lines  on  which  public  affairs 
shall  be  conducted,  for  five  years  at  any  rate,  and  mayhap  for  a  much 
longer  time. 


I  hope  to  be  able,  before  the  close  of  the  election,  to  explain  at 
greater  length  my  opinions  on  public  affairs  ;  but  I  have  thought  it 
right,  at  the  earliest  moment,  to  state  frankly  my  views  on  some  im- 
portant questions  as  fully  as  is  compatible  within  the  limits  of  an 
address. 

I  cannot  expect  every  one,  even  of  my  own  supporters,  to  concur 
entirely  in  every  sentiment  I  express. 

Men's  minds  are  not  so  constituted  that  one  can  hope  to  secure 
such  absolute  and  complete  assent. 

It  is  on  a  large,  general,  and  comprehensive  view  that  we  must 
act.  If  in  the  main  you  differ  from  me,  it  is  your  duty  to  reject  me  as 
unsuited  for  your  service  ;  and  I  shall  accept  your  decision  with  un- 
feigned respect  and  unabated  friendship. 

But  if  in  the  main  you  value  the  principles  and  approve  the  policy 
I  have  announced  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  condemn  the  fraud  which 
would  cheat  our  people  of  a  fair  lepresentation,  the  wrong  which  would 
deprive  us  of  our  Provincial  rights,  the  injustice  which  would  repudi- 
ate an  international  award,  the  crime  which  ha3  placed  our  future  in 
the  North- West  in  the  hands  of  a  great  monopoly  ;  the  additions,  in 
breach  of  solemn  pledge,  to  taxation,  expenditure,  and  public  charge  ; 
the  schemes  which  substitute  for  the  good  of  the  masses  and  for  fair 
taxation,  the  aggrandizement  of  the  few  and  the  rich  and  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  many  and  the  poor  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  give  your  voices 
for  freedom  and  justice,  for  retrenchment  and  reform,  for  fair  play  and 
equal  rights,  for  real  progress  and  true  national  development — then  I 
ask  for  your,  support,  and  will  do  what  in  me  lies  to  justify  your  deci- 
sion. 

And  in  the  hope  and  belief  that  such  will  be  your  verdict, 

I  am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  faithful  servant, 
Toronto,  May  22,  1882.  EDWARD  BLAKE. 


THE  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 


Bartering  away  the  Heritage  of  Cana- 
dians in  the  North-West. 


The  Government's  Secret  Bargain  with  the   Syndi- 
cate—A Vast  Monopoly  Created  at  an 
Enormous  Cost  to  the  Country. 

It  may  with  perfect  safety  be  asserted  that  when  time  shall 
have  fully  developed  the  nature  of  the  transaction,  the  contract  with 
the  Pacific  Railway  Syndicate,  entered  into  by  the  Macdonald  Govern- 
ment, 22nd  October,  1880,  and  ratified  by  the  House  of  Commons 
January  27th,  1881,  will  be  pronounced  by  all  impartial  men  to  have 
been  the  most  disastrous  public  contract  and  the  greatest 
railway  swindle  not  only  of  the  nineteenth  century,  but  of  any  age. 
It  is  desirable  and  proper  to  call  the  attention  of  the  people  of  Canada 
at  this  time  to  some  of  the  leading  facts  connected  with  it. 
THE    CONTRACT  MADE  IN  SECRET. 

1.  The  contract  was  made  secretly,  and  in  violation  of  law,  no 
tenders  having  been  advertised  for.  The  Public  Works  Act,  1867  (31 
Vie.,  chap.  12,  sect.  20),  provides  as  follows  : 

1 '  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Minister  to  invite  tenders  by  public  ad- 
vertisement for  the  execution  of  all  works  except  in  case  of  pressing 
emergency,  where  delay  would  be  injurious  to  the  public  interests,  or 
where,  from  the  nature  of  the  work,  it  could  be  more  expeditiously  and 
economically  executed  by  the  officers  and  servants  of  the  Department." 

And  again  in  the  Canadian  Railway  Act,  1874  (chap.  14,  sec.  8, 
sub-sec.  1),  it  is  enacted  as  follows  : 

' '  That  the  works  on  any  section  or  sub-section  of  the  said  railway 
shall  not  be  given  out  to  any  contractor  or  contractors  except  after 
tenders  shall  have  been  obtained  for  the  same." 

The  Public  Works  Act  of  1867  and  the  Railway  Act  of  1874 
were  unrepealed  when  the  Pacific  Railway  contract  was  secretly- 
entered  into,  and  consequently  it  was  made  in  violation  of  law. 

A  SECOND-CLASS  ROAD. 

2.  The  Government  required  of  the  Syndicate  only  an  inferior,, 
second-class  road,  while  both  the  Allan  Contract  of  1872  and  the  Rail- 
way Act  of  1874  provided  for  a  first-class  road,  which  would  have 
cost  at  least  twenty-five  per  cent,  more  than  the  line  which  the  Syndi- 
cate are  permitted  to  build. 


ENORMOUS  SUBSIDIES  GRANTED. 

3.  The  Government  granted  to  the  Syndicate  moneys,  land?,  ex- 
emptions and  privileges  vastly  in  excess  of  the  amounts  really  required. 
The  Allan  Contract  and  the  Act  of  1874  provided  for  a  subsidy  in 
money  and  land  only,  but  the  Syndicate  contract  provides  for  a  sub- 
sidy in  six  distinct  forms,  viz.  : 

{a)  Cash $25,000,000 

(b)  Land,  25,000,000  acres,  selected  in  the  fertile  belt, 

and  estimated  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  (see 
official  Report  of  the  Debates,  1880,  vol.  1, 
page  105G),  to  be  worth  $3  per  acre 75,000.000 

(c)  Work  already  performed  by  Government  upon  the 

railway  and  handed  over  for  benefit  of  the  Syn- 
dicate, as  follows,  viz.  : 

Surveys  of  the  line $3,119,000 

703  miles  railway  built,  or  to  be 
completed,  and  handed  over  to  the 
Syndicate,  composed  of  the  fol- 
lowing sections : 

Pembina  branch,  85  mile's,  cost 1,556,900 

Thunder  Bay  Division,  Fort  William 

to  Selkirk,  406  miles,  cost 14,670,000 

Kamloops  to  Emory  Bar,  127  miles, 

cost 8,431,800 

Emory  Bar  to  Port  Moody,  85  miles, 
cost 2,486,255 

Allowance  for  miscellaneous  pay- 
ments and  engineering  work  (see 
return  No.    23,  Sessional   Papers, 

vol.  14,1880-81) 902,000 

32,165,975 

(d)  Exemption  from  duty  on  rails,  cars,  engines,  lum- 

ber, wire,  and  all  material  (estimated) 1,000,000 

(e)  Exemption  from  Dominion,  Provincial,  and  Muni- 

cipal taxation  on  land  grant  for  20  years  (esti- 
mated)   ; $$5,000,000 

And  on   road  and  capital   forever 

(estimate  capitalized) 7,250,000 

12,250,00b 

Total $145,415,975 

(/)  Transportation  monopoly  of  the  North-West  for 
20  years  (see  Contract,  section  15),  value  un- 
kn  own,  but  greater  than  the  cash  bonus  at  least. 

A  M  SOFT  THING"  FOR  THE  SYNDICATE. 

4.  For  this  vast  amount  of  Government  aid,  amounting,  without 
any  reference  to  thethree  last  mentioned  forms  of  subsidy,  to  $132,165  ,- 
975, the  Syndicate  are  to  build  2,000  miles  of  railway,  which  it  was 
estimated  by  Sandford  Fleming,  Government  Engineer,  should  not 
cost  more  than  $48,500,000  (see  Sessional  Papers  1880,  No.  133,  p.  555), 
and  which  will  be  their  own  property.  In  other  words,  the  Government 
gives  the  Syndicate  the  money  and  land  to  pay  for  building  2,000  miles 
of  road  for  itself,  and  then  presents  it  with  land  and  completed  railway 
worth  §83,665,000  more,  freedom  from  duty  on  all  material,  freedom  from 
taxation  on  lands  and  capital,  and  a  transportation  monopoly  to  enable 
the  Company  te  exact  unjust  charges  from  the  settlers  of  the  North-West 
for  the  next  20  years. 
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A  BETTER  OFFER  REJECTED. 

5.  When  a  bona  fide  offer  was  subsequently  received  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, to  build  the  road  for  $3,000,000  less  bonus,  for  3,000,000 
acres  less  of  land,  and  other  important  concessions  worth  many  millions 
to  the  country,  the  Conservative  party  refused  to  entertain  it,  although 
the  second  Syndicate  possessed  more  financial  weight  than  the  first 
Syndicate,  and  put  up  $396,000  more  money  than  the  $1,000,000  re- 
quired by  the  Act  as  security.  In  justification  of  this  betrayal  of  the 
public  by  refusing  a  better  offer,  the  absurd  allegation  was  made  by 
the  Government  that  the  offer  was  a  bogus  one.  All  the  members  of 
the  second  Syndicate  were  Canadians,  whereas  many  members  of  the 
favored  Syndicate  were  foreigners. 

A  FAIR  INFERENCE. 

6.  The  inference  may  fairly  be  drawn  that  if  an  offer,  so  much 
better  than  the  terms  accorded  by  the  Government  to  the  Syndicate, 
was  voluntarity  made,  still  better  offers  could  have  been  secured  had  the 
law  been  complied  with  and  tenders  advertised  for. 

THE  BETTER  TERMS. 

7.  The  offer  of  the  second  Syndicate  was,  as  already  stated,  backed 
by  an  actual  cash  deposit  of  $1,396,000,  and  would  have  been  car- 
ried out  if  accepted.  Viewed  upon  the  basis  of  cost  and  advantage  to 
the  country,  it  was  better  than  the  offer  of  the  first  Syndicate  in  the 
following  particulars  and  amounts  : 

(a)  Less  cash $  3,000,000 

(6)  Less  land  3,000,000  acres,  worth,  at  $3  per  acre...  9,000,000 

(c)  No  exemption  from  duty  on  material 1.000,000 

(d)  No    exemption   from  taxation  on  land,   road  or 

capital 12,250,000 

Direct  cash  advantage $25,250,000 

(e)  No  transportation  monopoly,  an  advantage  to  the 

North- West  of  untold  value. 
</)  Canadian  control  secured. 
(g)  Right  of  the  Government  to  purchase  at  any  time 

on  fair  terms. 

BEGINNING  TO  BEAR  ITS  FRUIT. 

8.  The  stupendous  character  of  the  undue  advantages  secured  by 
an  unscrupulous  Syndicate  from  .an  equally  unscrupulous  Government, 
are  only  beginning  to  be  understood  by  the  people.  It  is  building  its 
road  through  the  prairie  sectien  so  far  mainly  with  the  proceeds  of 
sales  of  town  lots.  Its  land  grant,  selected  in  the  fertile  belt  of  the  rich 
North- West,  is  of  as  great  value  as  the  entire  grant  contemplated  by 
either  the  Allan  contract  or  the  Railway  Act  of  1874,  located,  as  those 
grants  would  have  been,  in  a  large  degree  in  British  Columbia  and 
east  of  the  Red  River,  where  the  lands  are  comparatively  worthless. 
Its  grants  from  the  Government  in  the  various  forms  above  named 
will  prove  to  be  at  least  three  times  as  great  in  value  as  the  cost  of  the 
road  it  is  to  build.  It  will,  by  the  use  of  the  people's  money,  blindly 
bestowed  upon  it  by  an  infatuated  Tory  Government,  become  a  rail- 
way monopoly  controlling  almost  the  entire  railway  system  of  the 
Dominion,  and  with  powers  so  vast  as  to  endanger  the  free  institutions  of 
this  country.  It  is  an  American  corporation,  with  its  headquarters  at 
St.  Paul,  and  prosecutes  its  operations  with  the  aid  of  an  American 
superintendent,  American  engineers,  American  contractors  and  Anieri- 


can  employees  who  are  being  imported  by  scores  into  Manitoba  to  take 
the  places  given  at  first  to  Canadians,  who  are  now  being  discharged 
Simply  became  they  are  Canadians. 

CREATURES  OF  THE  SYNDICATE. 

9.  The  Macdonald  Government  having  given  the  Syndicate  the 
enormous  grants  and  advantages  above  enumerated,  at  the  expense  and 
to  the  lasting  injury  of  the  people  of  Canada,  now  clearly  manifest  a 
purpose,  where  the  interests  of  the  Syndicate  and  those  of  the  people 
of  the  North-West  and  of  Canada  clash,  to  take  the  part  of  the  Syndi- 
cate in  every  possible  way.  The  people  of  Manitoba,  disliking  the 
prospect  of  having  the  trade  of  their  Province  and  the  country  to  the 
west  of  it  made  tributary  to  the  extortionate  exactions  of  a  great  and 
soulless  corporation,  sought  relief  from  bondage  by  securing  access  to  a 
competing  route,  viz.,  the  Manitoba  and  South-Eastern  Railway,  which 
would  have  crossed  the  boundary  line  at  Emerson,  and  connected  with 
an  air  line  to  Duluth.  By  means  of  this  proposed  line  a  second  rail- 
way outlet  for  the  North- West  would  have  been  secured,  and  competi- 
tion for  the  business  of  the  country  would  have  been  established  to  the 
great  advantage  of  farmers  and  business  men,  while  the  grinding  mon- 
opoly of  the  Syndicate  would  have  been  effectually  broken.  The 
charter  for  the  road  was  duly  granted  by  the  Manitoba  Legislature,  and 
a  remedy  for  the  great  outrage  perpetrated  by  the  monopoly  clause  of 
the  Syndicate  contract  seemed  about  to  be  applied.  But  the  Syndicate 
speedily  proved  that  their  power  exceeds  that  of  the  Legislature  of 
Manitoba,  for  at  their  command  their  creatures,  the  Tory  Government 
at  Ottawa,  disallowed  the  charter,  and  thereby  denied  to  the  people  of 
Manitoba  and  the  entire  North- West  the  right  to  secure  increased 
railway  facilities  and  relief  from  unjust  charges  which  the  constitution 
gave  them.  To  those  who  can  understand  the  great  advantage  result- 
ing to  a  country  from  competition  of  rival  railway  lmes,  the  extreme 
injustice  of  the  Government  done  to  the  struggling  people  of  the 
North- West  by  the  disallowance  of  the  South-Eastern  charter  will  be 
apparent  without  comment. 

THE   MONOPOLY  TRIUMPHANT. 

During  the  session  of  Parliament  of  1882  a  charter  was  refused  by 
the  Macdonald  Government  to  a  projected  road  from  Thunder  Bay  to 
Duluth,  on  the  express  ground  that  it  would  be  a  competing  line  with  the 
Canada  Pacific,  thus  again  proving  that  the  Government  of  Canada  is 
the  tool  of  the  Syndicate  and  not  the  guardian  and  upholder  of  popular 
rights  and  the  people's  interests. 

Quite  recently  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  issued  an  order  with- 
holding Government  land  in  the  Railway  belt  from  homestead  settle- 
ment and  pre-emption  entries.  This  was  done  to  enable  the  Syndicate 
more  readily  and  rapidly  to  sell  their  own  lands. 

USING  THE  GOVERNMENT  AS  A  TOOL, 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  this  huge  American  corporation,  which 
has  received  from  the  Macdonald  Government,  as  the  agent  of  the  peo- 
-  pie  of  Canada,  money  and  aid  in  various  forms  to  an  extent  from  two 
to  three  times  greater  than  the  entire  amount  it  will  expend  for  its  own 
benefit,  possesses  already  the  power  and  the  will  to  make  use  of  that 
Government  as  its  tool,  and  that  through  the  implicit  obedience  of  this 
tool  it  is  able,  with  cool  contempt  and  disregard  of  popular  rights,  to 
set  aside  the  acts  of  legislatures,  to  defy  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 


provinces,  and  within  an  extensive  region  of  country  to  deprive 
the  settler  of  his  right  to  the  soil  which  the  law  of  Canada  gives  to 
him. 

A  BRAVE  FIGHT  AGAINST  HEAVY  ODDS. 

For  upwards  of  one  month  from  the  day  (December  10th,  1880) 
the  Pacific  Railway  contract  was  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  Commons 
until  the  day  (January  27th,  1881)  the  Bill  was  carried  by  the  sub- 
servient Tory  majority,  Mr.  Blake,  with  his  devoted  supporters,  fought 
it  inch  by  inch.  Speech  after  speech  was  made  against  it,  and  resolu- 
tion alter  resolution  moved  against  it.  On  the  26th  of  January  no  less 
than  seven,  and  on  the  27th  no  less  than  twenty,  amendments  were 
offered  to  the  main  motion  to  read  the  Syndicate  Bill  a  second  time. 
All  that  the  assaults  of  the  Opposition  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  and 
in  the  press  could  do,  was  done  ;  but  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  hero  of 
such  railway  legislation  from  his  political  youth  up,  was  abla  to  whip 
his  followers  into  line,  and  compel  them  to  vote  with  such  unanimity 
that  not  one  amendment  was  earned  through. 

Mr.  Blake  and  public  opinion,  which  was  clearly  at  his  back,  did 
force  the  Syndicate  to  offer  several  modifications  in  their  demands 
which  were  even  then  too  outrageous  to  be  patiently  considered  by  the 
tax-payers  of  this  country,  who  should  resent  the  legalized  robbery 
and  oppression,  which  are  and  will  be  the  results  of  this  infamous  Act. 


THE  DOMINION  LAMP  POLICY. 

Speculators  and  Land  GraMien  Taken  Under  Die  Pro- 
tection of  the  Tory  Government. 


The  Land  Shark  gets  his  Land  at  Half  Price,  and 

the  hardy  Son  of  Toil  is  handed  over 

to  his  Tender  Mercies. 

When  Canadians  became  owners  of  the  North-West,  a  most 
important  step  towards  securing  the  material  resources  from  which  a 
popular  and  powerful  state  might  be  evolved  was  taken,  for  in  that 
region  we  have  a  vast  expanse  of  fertile  soil  fitted  by  nature  to 
become  the  home  of  many  millions  of  intelligent  and  prosperous 
people.  The  area  of  land  in  the  North- West,  including  Manitoba, 
fit  for  settlement,  is  roughly  estimated  at  from  150,000,000  to 
250,000,000  acres.  The  latter  figure  gives  ten  times  the  amount  of  land 
now  under  cultivation  in  the  entire  Dominion.  The  greater  portion  of 
this  region  is  admirably  adapted  to  the  growth  of  wheat.  Coal  is 
abundant,  and  the  entire  country  from  the  boundary  line  to  the  Feace 
River  Valley,  and  from  Red  River  to  the  base  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  offers  no  serious  engineering  obstacles  to  the  construction 
of  the  railway  lines  necessary  for  carrying  its  productions  to  market. 
It  is  estimated  that  this  region  will  easily  afford  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence for  25,000,000  of  people.  That  the  utmost  care  should  be 
taken  to  devise  and  carry  into  effect 

A  WISE  AND  LIBERAL  POLICY 

in  the  regulation,  sale,  and  management  of  this  great  public  domain 
is  a  proposition  which  requires  no  argument.  Its  rapid  settlement 
by  an  energetic  and  intelligent  population  is  a  most  important  ques- 
tion, and  should  command  the  best  efforts  and  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  In  fact,  no  other  question  now 
demanding  the  attention  of  the  Government  is  of  as  great  moment. 
The  first  and  foremost  requisite  of  the  North- West  is  population. 
The  millions  of  fertile  acres  are  worthless  till  they  are  tilled.  The 
actual  settler  alone  can  produce  the  necessary  change.  When  he  goes 
in,  the  varied  industries  of  prosperous  communities  will  follow,  and 
towns  will  speedily  grow  up.      Towards  the  actual  developmentofthe 


country  the  mere  speculator  will  contribute  very  little.  The  gahr 
he  makes  in  land  speculations  merely  represents  the  loss  sustained' 
by  the  farmers  who  are  compelled  to  purchase  his  lands  at  a  great 
advance  upon  Government  price. 

THE  RAPID  SETTLEMENT  OF  THE  NORTH-WEST 

can  best  be  secured  by  a  liberal  homestead  law,  and  by  offering  such 
lands  as  are  not  set  apart  for  homesteads  at  reasonable  prices  to  actual 
settlers.  To  sell  such  lands  in  unlimited  quantities  to  speculators, 
whose  purpose  is  to  pounce  upon  and  make  the  settlers  pay  a  heavy 
advance  upon  the  Government  price,  is  most  unwise  and  unjust,  and 
must  seriously  retard  settlement.  To  offer  special  inducements  to 
speculators  by  selling  public  lands  to  them  at  a  lower  price  than  is  re- 
quired of  the  actual  settler  is  worse  than  unjust,  and  should  be  con- 
demned at  the  polls  by  every  patriotic  Canadian.  The  Government 
should  allow  no  middleman  to  come  between  itself  and  the  actual 
occupant  of  the  soil.  The  public  lands  are  the  heritage  of  the  people,, 
and  ought  to  be  managed  by  the  Government  in  their  interest. 

THE  WILD  SPECULATION 

now  rampant  in  the  North- West  bodes  no  good  to  this  country.  It 
has  already  reached  the  proportions  of  a  mania,  and  must  inevitably 
end  in  a  collapse  more  or  less  severe.  A  similar  land  speculation 
fever  in  the  United  States  in  1835  and  ]  836  was  largely  instrumental 
in  bringing  about  the  crisis  of  1837,  which  completely  prostrated  pub- 
lic and  private  credit.  The  course  of  the  Macdonald  Administration 
in  adding  fuel  to  the  flame  of  this  furious  land  craze,  by  affording 
unprecedented  facilities  for  the  wildest  land  speculations,  is  one  of  its 
greatest  sins.  Already  millions  of  acres  which  should  have  been  care- 
fully reserved  for  the  actual  settler  have  been  placed  in  the  grasp  of 
speculative  companies  on  terms  practically  amounting  to  sales  at  half 
price,  and  these  companies  will  inevitably  exact  from  the  actual  settler 
the  uttermost  farthing  that  it  is  possible  to  obtain.     As 

ACTUAL  SETTLEMENT  ALONE  CAN  DEVELOP  THE  COUNTRY, 

the  Government  should  make  every  effort  to  secure  a  large  immi- 
gration of  bona  fide  settlers,  and  it  can  well  afford  to  make  its  policy  a 
liberal  one.  The  mere  question  of  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  de- 
rived is  of  minor  importance.  A  liberal  Canadian  policy  towards 
settlers  becomes  doubly  necessary  from  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  That  country  has  vast  tracts  of 
wild  land  open  for  settlement.  It  fully  realizes  the  importance  of  in- 
ducing settlement,  and  its  policy  towards  actual  settlers  is  a  most 
enlightened  one.  If  we  are  to  compete  with  that  country  in  securing 
the  rapid  settlement  of  our  public  lands  we  must  make  our  policy  at 
least  as  liberal  as  theirs  is.  Our  own  policy  as  compared  with  theirs 
is  not  sufficiently  liberal. 

THE  TWO  POLICIES  CONTRASTED. 

In  the  United  States  all  unappropriated  public  land  is  open  for 
homestead ;  in  the  Canadian  North- West  four  sections  in  each  township 
are  reserved  for  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  and  for  school  purposes, 
and  sixteen  sections  for  railway  grants,  or  lor  sale.  Only  eight  sections 
in  each  township  of  thirty-six  sections  aie  available  for  homesteads,  or  less 
than  one -fourth  of  the  whole.  In  the  United  States  all  unappropri- 
ated lands  are  open  for  pre-emption  ;  in  the  North- West  only  eight 
sections  in  each  Township  of  thirty-six  sections  are  available  for  that 


purpose  ;  and  the  entire  homestead  and  pre-emption  reserve  in  all  that 
'  region  north  of  the  Canada  Pacific  road  and  outside  of  the  twenty -four 
mile  railway  belt  can,  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Government,  be  sold  at 
auction,  or  can  be  granted  to  speculative  companies.  The  results 
show  that  our  policy  is  not  sufficiently  liberal  to  enable  us  to  compete 
with  the  United  States  in  securing  the  desired  class  of  population. 
In  fact,  we  get  nearly  all  the  speculators  and  land  grabbers,  while  that 
country  receives  the  great  mass  of  the  settler  class,  as  the  homestead 
entries  in  each  country  for  the  last  two  years  clearly  indicate. 


ACRES  HOMSTEADED  IX  CANADA. 


ACRES    HOMESTEADED    IN    THE 
UNITED    STATES. 

1878 308,640  1878 0,288,779 

1879 555,29G  T879 8,026,785 

1880 280,640  1880 8,238,735 

1881 438,707  1881 6,791,900 


Total  acreage...  1,583,283  Total  acreage... 29,346,199 

From  this  it  will  be  seen  that  in  the  United  States  the  rate  of 
homestead  settlement,  for  the  last  four  years,  has  been  a  fraction 
over  eighteen  times  greater  than  in  Canada,  while  in  the  last  two 
years  the  rate  has  been  a  small  fraction  less  than  twenty-one  times 
greater.  Had  it  been  in  proportion  to  the  population  of  the  two 
countries,  it  would  have  been  only  twelve  times  greater  in  the  United 
States  than  in  Canada. 

CANADIANS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

In  1870  nearly  half  a  million  Canadians  by  birth  (equal  to  about 
one-eighth  of  our  population)  were  living  in  the  United  States.  It  is 
not  yet  known  to  how  great  an  extent  that  number  has  been  increased, 
as  the  full  census  returns  of  1880  are  not  yet  published,  but  we  know 
that  Canadian  emigration  to  the  United  States  for  several  years  past 
has  been  very  large.  In  1880  there  were  29,631  Canadians  in  the  new 
State  of  Minnesota,  and  10,678  in  the  territory  of  Dakota,  and  if  we 
take  into  account  those  of  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  nativity  who 
emigrated  from  Canada  to  the  same  region,  we  will  be  safe  in  assuming 
that  in  1880  the  Canadian  population  of  Minnesota  and  Dakota  was 
greater  than  the  entire  population  of  Manitoba.  The  Canadian  emi- 
gration to  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Kansas  and  Nebraska,  was  probably 
still  greater.  These  facts  show  that  hitherto  our  land  policy  has  not 
been  sufficiently  liberal  to  secure  more  than  one-third  of  the  Canadian 
emigration  to  the  West,  and  that  it  has  secured  a  very  small  portion 
of  the  foreign  emigration.  It  is  quite  evident  that,  so  long  as  the 
American  land  policy  continues  to  be  more  liberal  to  actual  settlers 
than  our  own,  their  public  lands  will  be  settled  with  a  relative  rapidity 
entirely  out  of  proportion  to  the  relative  population  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. The  land  policy  of  the  Canadian  Government  has  not  only  been 
deficient  in  liberal  provisions  for  the  settler  and  too  liberal  to  the 
speculator,  but  it  has  been 

FITFUL  AND  VACILLATING. 

Since  July  1st,  1879,  four  separate  and  distinct  series  of  Canadian 
regulations  have  been  in  force.  The  first  was  issued  July  9th,  1879,  and 
went  into  operation  on  August  1st.  Under  these  regulations  five 
belts  were  established  on  each  side  of  the  assumed  line  of  the  Canada 


Pacific  Railway,  designated  as  Belts  A,  B,  C,  D  and  E  ;  the  first  5 
miles  wide,  the  second  15  miles,  the  third  20  miles,  the  fourth  20 
miles,  and  the  fifth  50  miles. 

INDUCEMENTS  TO  SETTLERS  AS  COMPARED  WITH  THE 
UNITED   STATES. 

In  Belt  A  homesteads  were  not  permitted,  while  in  the  United 
States  no  Government  lands  are  withdrawn  from  homestead.  "Out- 
side of  Belt  A  the  size  of  homesteads  and  of  pre-emption  entries  was 
restricted  to  80  acres  each,  while  in  the  United  'States  160  acres  are 
allowed.  Outside  of  Belt  A  only  8  sections  in  a  township  were  open 
for  homestead  entry,  while  in  the  United  States  all  public  lands  are 
open.  In  Belt  C  settlers  were  to  pay  $2. 50  per  acre  for  pre-emptions, 
and  $3. 50  per  acre  for  all  public  lands  not  reserved  for  homestead  and 
pre-emption.  In  the  United  States,  public  lands  situated  the  same 
distance  from  railway  lines  are  sold  to  the  actual  settler  at  $1.25  per 
acre.  In  Belt  D  settlers  were  to  pay  $2  per  acre  for  pre-emptions  and 
other  public  lands,  or  75  cents  per  acre  more  than  is  charged  for 
lands  of  similar  situation  in  the  United  States.  In  Belt  E  lands  were 
sold  at  $1  per  acre,  and  in  this  belt  only — situated  60  miles  from  a 
railway  line — could  settlers  procure  land  as  cheaply  as  in  the  United 
States.  Under  these  regulations  speculation  was  encouraged  by  offer- 
ing lands  for  sale  upon  a  payment  of  one-tenth  down  and  the  balance 
in  nine  annual  instalments,  and  the  law  was  violated  by  permitting 
sales  of  more  than  640  acres  to  one  person. 

THIS  POLICY  LASTED  SEVENTY-FIVE  DAYS. 

The  regulations  of  July  9th  remained  in  force  from  August  1st, 
1879,  to  October  14th,  1879,  when  they  were  replaced  by  regulations 
which  made  a  change  in  the  conditions  of  homestead  grants  and  pre- 
emption entries  by  allowing  grants  and  entries  of  160  acres.  In  this 
respect  alone  were  our  regulations  made  as  liberal  as  those  of  the 
United  States.  Restrictions  as  to  lands  the  settler  could  enter 
and  the  evils  of  credit  sales  were  continued  ;  and  in  Belts  B,  C,  and  D 
the  prices  charged  the  actual  settler  continued  to  be  from  75  cents  to 
$2.25  per  acre  higher  than  prices  charged  to  actual  settlers  in  the  United 
States  for  lands  similarly  situated.  Under  these  regulations,  specu- 
lators, with  their  command  of  capital  and  superior  means  of  information, 
forestalled  the  settler,  and  vast  tracts  of  land  were  bought  by  them  at 
$1  and  $2  per  acre,  much  of  which  has  since  been  sold  to  the  actual 
settler  at  from  $5  to  $1 0  per  acre.  These  regulations  remained  in  force 
about  a  year  and  a  half,  and  it  was  natural  that  the  illiberal  terms  to 
settlers,  as  compared  with  those  of  the  United  States,  and  the  discrim- 
ination in  favor  of  the  speculators,  should  send  almost  if  not  quite  two- 
thirds  of  the  Canadians  who  were  seeking  homes  west  of  Ontario,  to 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  other  American  States.  On 
May  25th,  1880, 

THE  THIRD  [SERIES  OF  REGULATIONS 

was  issued  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  Under  them  credit 
sales  ceased,  but  the  same  conditions  were  continued  as  to  lands 
open  to  homestead  and  pre-emption  entry.  The  price  of  pre-emption 
claims  and  public  lands  within  railway  belts  24  miles  in  width  on  each 
side  of  projected  railway  lines  was  fixed  at  $2.50  per  acre.  The  price 
of  pre-emption  claims  and  public  lands  outside  of  the  railway  belts  was 
fixed  at  $2  per  acre,  or  75  cents  per  acre  higher  than  lands  of  similar 
situation  in  the  United  States.     As  under  the  previous  regulations,  8 


10 

sections  were  reserved  for  homesteads  and  8  sections  for  pre-emption 
claims  in  each  township.  This  absorbed  all  the  lands  within  the  rail- 
way belts  except  those|for  railway  grants,  school  lands,  and  Hudson 
Bay  reserves.  The  right  of  the  settler  to  the  homestead  and  pre- 
emption reserves  rested,  however,  upon  the  insecure  tenure  of  the 
Government's  pleasure,  as  these  lands,  by  Order-in-Council,  could  at 
any  time  be  withdrawn  and  sold  at  auction.  These  regulations,  how- 
ever, will  be  chiefly  remembered  in  consequence  of  the  invention  of  a 
new  and  more  perfect  plan  to 

DEFRAUD  THE  POOR  AND  FAVOR  THE  RICH. 
This  new  device  enabled  individuals  or  corporations  to  purchase  in 
blocks  of  townships  all  the  Government  odd-numbered  sections  outside 
of  the  railway  belts,  amounting  to  10,240  acres  in  each  township,  at 
half  price,  or  $1  per  acre,  upon  the  condition  of  placing  two  settlers  on 
each  odd-numbered  section,  and  a  settler  upon  each  homestead  within 
three  years,  with  the  right  to  take  a  mortgage  upon  each  homestead  to 
the  amount  of  $500  lor  advances  to  the  homestead  settler.  If  at  the 
expiration  ot  three  years  the  individual  or  company  had  failed  to 
place  the  requisite  number  of  settlers  upon  the  lands,  the  Govern- 
ment could  either  resume  possession  of  the  same,  or  exact  the  remain- 
ing $1  per  acre,  in  which  case  the  individual  or  company  would  have 
the  advantage  of  three  years'  credit  upon  one-half  of  the  purchase  money 
without  interest.  Under  this  plan  it  was  also  provided  that  an  indivi- 
dual or  a  company  might,  with  the  consent  of  the  Government,  pur- 
chase in  the  townships  within  the  railway  belts  the  lands  reserved  for 
pre-emption  claims,  amounting  to  5,120  acres  in  each  township,  at 
$1.25  per  acre,  being  one-half  the  price  charged  the  actual  settler,  on 
the  condition  that  32  settlers  should  be  placed  upon  homesteads,  and 
32  settlers  upon  the  lands  of  the  individual  or  company  within  three 
years  of  the  date  of  agreement,  the  individual  or  company  making  the 
purchase  being,  allowed  to  take  a  $500  mortgage  upon  each  homestead 
for  advances  or  loans.  There  was  no  condition  as  to  the  amount  of 
land  that  should  be  sold  by  the  company  to  each  of  the  settlers  ;  if 
32  tenants  were  placed  upon  their  lands,  the  conditions  of  settlement 
would  be  fulfilled.  Under  this  plan  all  the  land  in  townships  within 
the  railway  belts  devoted  to  pre-emption  could  be  sold  to  speculators  at 
half-price,  and  if  at  the  expiration  of  three  years  the  settlement  con- 
ditions had  not  been  complied  with,  the  purchaser,  upon  obtaining  the 
consent  of  the  .Government,  could  pay  $1.25  per  acre  more,  without 
interest,  and  take  out  the  deed.  Under  this  so-called  colonization 
scheme  corrupt  influences  might  easily  be  brought  into  play  in  secur- 
ing allotments,  and  in  getting  the  permission  of  the  Government  to 
waive  the  forfeiture  clause  at  the  end  of  three  years  and  accept  pay- 
ment of  the  regular  price  if  conditions  of  settlement  had  not  been 
complied  with,  as  both  matters  were  determined  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior.     On  the  23rd  December,  1881, 

THE  FOURTH  SERIES  OF  LAND  REGULATIONS 

was  issued,  and  went  into  effect  on  January  1st,  1882.  These  pro- 
vide that  the  public  lands  of  the  North- West  shall  be  classified  and 
designated  as  follows  : 

Class  A — Embracing  all  lands  within  24  miles  on  either  side  of  the 
Canada  Pacific  Railway  or  its  branches. 

Class  B — Embracing  all  lauds  within  12  miles  on  either  side  of  any 
projected  line  ot  railway,  other  than  the  Canada  Pacific  Railway,  approved 
by  Order-in-Council  published  in  the  Canada  Gazette, 
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Class  C — Embracing  all  lands  south  of  the  main  line  of  the  Canada-; 
Pacific  Railway  not  included  in  classes  A  and  B. 

Class  D — All  lands  other  than  those  in  classes  A,  B  and  C. 
Under  these  regulations  homesteads  and  pre-emptions  are  re- 
stricted as  before  to  16  sections  in  each  township  ;  pre-emptions  and 
public  lands  are  held  in  class  C  at  double  the  price  of  public  lands  in 
the  United  States  similarly  situated  outside  of  railway  belts,  while 
pre-emptions  and  public  lands  in  Class  D  are  75  cents  per  acre  higher. 

AT  THE  MERCY  OF  THE  MINISTER. 

Under  these  regulations  homestead  and  pre-emption  settlers  have 
no  security  that  their  privileges  will  be  continued  or  their  rights  re- 
garded. They  are  placed  at  the  mercy  of  any  whim  or  caprice  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  ivlto  may  at  his  sovereign  pleasure  make  the 
homestead  provisions  of  the  Dominion  Land  Act  a  dead  letter.  Sub- 
section C  of  section  2  of  the  regulations  gives  him  power  to  withdraw 
homestead  and  pre-emption  lands  from  settlement,  and  offer  them  for 
sale  in  such  townships  as  he  may  choose,  at  public  auction.  A  part 
of  section  24  of  the  Dominion  Land  Act  of  1882  contains  the 
following  : 

"  Provided  also  that,  except  in  special  cases,  where  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Govemor-in-Council,  no  sale  to  one  person  shall  exceed  a  section, 
or  six  hundred  and  forty  acres. " 

Under  this  innocent-looking  paragraph  the  Government  assumes 
the  power  to  sell  at  its  pleasure,  to  companies  or  individuals,  un- 
limited quantities  of  public  lands,  including  the  homestead  and  pre- 
emption reserves  in  class  D. 

THE  SPECULATOR  MADE  LORD  OF  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

These  regulations  are  remarkable  for  having  introduced  under 
the  names  of  Colonization  Plans  Nos.  1  and  2  the  most  complete  and 
villainous  scheme  ever  devised  in  America  for  making  the  hardy 
pioneer  and  settler  the  prey  of  that  natural  enemy  of  all  new  com- 
munities— the  land-shark.  Under  Plan  No.  1  agreements  may  be 
made  with  any  company  or  persons,  to  be  called  "the  party,"  for  the 
sale  of  the  public  lands  in  class  D  not  open  to  homestead  and  pre- 
emption, amounting  to  10,240  acres  in  each  township  and  without 
restriction  as  to  extent,  at  $2  per  acre,  payable  one-fifth  down  and  the 
balance  in  four  equal  annual  instalments  without  interest,  except 
upon  past  due  instalments. 

PLAYING  INTO  THE  HANDS  OF  "  THE  PARTY." 

If  at  the  expiration  of  five  years  "  the  party  "  places  32  settlers 
upon  the  32  homesteads  in  a  township,  and  32  settlers  upon  its  own 
lands,  it  is  to  be  entitled  to  a  rebate  of  one-half  the  price  of  the  land, 
and  to  receive  its  tract  at  $1  per  acre.  It  may  also  advance  to  each, 
homestead  settler  $500,  and  take  a  mortgage  upon  his  160  acres  for 
that  amount.  In  each  year  a  rebate  of  $120  is  granted  for  each  bona 
fide  settler  placed  on  the  tract  during  that  year  ;  and  at  the  expiration 
of  the  five  years,  if  the  whole  number  of  32  homestead  and  32  other 
settlers  have  not  been  placed  in  a  township,  "the  party"  is  entitled  to 
receive  a  rebate  of  $160  for  each  settler  so  placed.  If  the  homestead 
settler  does  not  take  entry  for  the  pre-emption  lot  to  which  he  is 
entitled,  "  the  party  "  or  company  may,  within  three  months  after  the 
settler's  right  has  lapsed,  purchase  the  same.      The  regulations  also 
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provide  that,  if  "  the  party  "  or  company  fail  to  perform  the  conditions 
Of  the  agreement,  the  Governor-in-Council  may  cancel  the  sale  of  the 
land  and  deal  with  "  the  party  "  as  may  seem  meet  under  the  circum- 
stances.    This  so-called  Plan  No.  1  is 

CONCEIVED  IN  THE  INTEREST  OF  SPECULATORS, 

and  is  calculated  to  perpetrate  a  cruel  wrong  upon  the  actual  settler. 
When  put  into  operation  it  will  be  found  open  to  the  following 
•objections  : 

1.  It  enables  the  speculator  to  obtain  control  of  immense  tracts  of 
land  upon  credit  purchase  by  making  a  cash  payment  of  40  cents  per 
acre,  while  the  actual  settler  must  pay  $2  in  cash  per  acre  for  lands 
of  the  same  character. 

2.  It  enables  the  speculator  to  obtain  his  tract  at  half  price  by 
allowing  certain  rebates  upon  the  performan3e  of  certain  easy  con- 
ditions, while  the  actual  settler  can  obtain  no  rebate  but  must  pay  in  fall. 

3.  It  enables  the  speculator  to  seize  upon  the  pre-emption  claims 
reserved  for  the  actual  settler  if  the  latter  allows  three  months  to 
elapse  before  availing  himself  of  his  right. 

4.  It  not  only  permits,  but  invites,  corrupt  practices  in  the  sale  of 
influence  for  procuring  grants,  and  in  placing  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  of  a  nature  to' be  likely  to  subject  him  to 
the  temptation  of  having  a  valuable  consideration  offered  for  his  de- 
cision in  favor  of  applicants. 

A  GROSS  OUTRAGE. 

Although  Plan  No.  1  is  sure  to  work  most  mischievous  and  dis- 
astrous consequences,  Plan  No.  2  is  capable  of  working  a  still  greater 
degree  of  mischief.  Under  this  plan  all  the  public  lands,  all  the  home- 
stead lands,  and  all  the  pre-emption  lands  in  blocks  of  townships  in 
class  D,  to  be  limited  only  in  the  discretion  of  the  Government,  may  be 
sold  to  speculators  at  $2  per  acre,  with  a  provision  for  the  rebate  of  $1 
per  acre  at  the  expiration  of  five  years  if  128  settlers  have  been  placed 
in  each  township,  a  portion  of  which  rebate,  at  the  rate  of  $120  for 
each  settler  placed  during  the  year,  is  to  be  paid  back  annually. 
Under  this  plan  the  homestead  and  pre-emption  reserve  in  each  town- 
ship is  swept  away,  and  the  actual  settler  is  left  at  the  mercy  of  great  land 
holders.  The  speculator  may  purchase  all  the  land  in  a  township 
•except  the  two  school  sections  and  the  Hudson  Bay  sections,  or  20,480 
acres  in  each  township  out  of  a  total  of  23,040  acres.  There  is  no 
condition  as  to  the  amount  of  land  that  must  be  sold  to  a  settler,  and 
the  128  who  are  to  be  introduced  into  each  township  may  be  placed  in 
a  group  on  small  holdings  in  one  corner  of  the  township  or  they  may 
foe  tenants  subject  to  eviction  at  the  will  of  the  landlord.  Under  plan 
No.  2  great  landed  estates  can  be  formed,  with  the  lands  in  solid 
bodies  of  great  size,  even  if  the  settlement  conditions  are  complied 
with,  and  the  lands  obtained  at  $1  per  acre  ;  or  the  purchaser  may 
retain  the  title  to  the  whole  of  his  land,  and,  by  bringing  in  farm 
servants  and  tenants,  may  obtain  the  rebate  of  $1  per  acre. 

THE  LAND  SHARKS  PROFITS. 

Under  Plan  No.  2,  if  the  speculator  complies  with  the  easily  per- 
formed settlement  condition  requisite  to  secure  the  rebate,  the  sale 
-of  one-quarter  of  his  lands  in  a  township  at  $4  per  acre  leaves  him 
with  three-quarters  of  the  land  in  each  township,  or  15,360  acres,  cost- 
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ing  nothing.  If  the  entire  tract  is  sold  at  $2  per  acre  it  leaves  a  profit1 
of  100  per  cent.  ;  if  at  $3  per  acre  the  profit  is  200  per  cent.  ;  if  at  $4 
per  acre  the  profit  is  300  per  cent. 

TWO  SCHEMES  WORTHY  OF  FEUDAL  DAYS. 

Schemes  such  as  the  so-called  Colonization  Plans  No.  1  and  No.  2 
are  worthy  of  the  feudal  days,  when  the  tiller  of  the  soil  was  a  vassal 
or  a  common  chattel  belonging,  like  any  other  beast  of  burden,  to  his 
landlord.  They  do  not  belong  to  a  civilized  land  or  a  progressive 
ige.  They  are  framed  in  the  interest  of  speculation  alone.  They 
trample  upon  the  rights  of  the  only  class  which  can  found  communi- 
ties and  develop  the  resources  of  Canada.  They  were  conceived  and 
hapen  in  iniquity  and  brought  forth  in  sin,  and  the  Government 
juilty  of  such  a  crime  deserves  the  scorn  of  every  honest  man,  and 
Bspecially  of  him  who  tills  the  soil  or  earns  his  bread  by  the  sweat  of 
lis  brow,  for  it  is  his  dearest  interests  that  have  been  sold  to  political 
"avorites  and  conscienceless  land  gamblers. 

WHAT  HAS  ALREADY  BEEN  DONE. 

Already  7,000,000  acres  of  land  have  been  granted,  and  applications 
or  3,000,000  more  have  been  agreed  to.  These  grants  under  Plaa 
STo.  1  would  absorb  all  the  public  lands  not  reserved  for  homestead  and 
ire-emption  in  978  townships.  Under  Plan  No.  2  it  would  take  all  the 
niblic  lands,  the  homestead  lands,  and  the  pre-emption  lands  in  Jf,89  town- 
hips.  The  effect  of  this  course  upon  immigration  into  the  North-West 
n  the  near  future  will  be  disastrous.  The  settlers  now  flocking  into 
hat  country  will  find  no  available  lands  for  sale.  Under  Plan  No.  1 
t  will  be  found  that  landed  companies  control  all  the  accessible  lands 
xcept  the  homestead  and  pre-emption  reserves,  and  there  is  no  guaran- 
ee  that  the  last  refuge  of  the  actual  settler  will  not  be  swept  away  by 
elling  homestead  and  pre-emption  reserves  at  auction  to  the  greedy 
riends  of  the  Government — the  grasping  speculators.  Aside  from  pre- 
mption  claims  the  settler  will  find 

SCARCELY  AN  ACRE  OF  LAND  FO!&  SALE 

,t  Government  prices.  The  speculator  has  bought  it  at  half  price, 
,nd  will  sell  to  the  settler  at  a  hundred  per  cent,  advance,  or  as  much 
aore  as  he  can  get  from  him.  So  great  an  outrage  upon  those  who 
migrate  to  the  North- West  for  the  purpose  of  securing  land  and  mak- 
Qg  themselves  homes  has  fortunately  been  hitherto  unknown  in  the 
igislation  of  Anglo-Saxon  states. 

TIMBER  LIMITS  AND  PASTURE  LEASES 

Not  alone  in  its  management  of  the  agricultural  lands  of  the  North- 
Vest  is  the  policy  of  the  Macdonald  Government  open  to  grave  objec- 
ion.  Valuable  timber  limits  may  be  let  to  political  favorites  without 
ompetition  or  public  sale,  and  pasture  leases  of  immense  tracts  of 
mds  for  cattle-ranches  may  be  disposed  of  in  the  same  improper 
aanner. 

THE  TRUE  POLICY. 

The  public  lands  should  be  held  by  the  Government  as  the  heritage 
f  the  hardy  men  who  reclaim  and  till  them,  and  who,  in  doing  so,  are 
ompelled  to  brave  the  dangers  and  privations  of  the  wilderness.  If 
he  lands  are  sold  they  should  be  sold  to  the  actual  settler  at  first  cost,. 
nd  no  middleman  should  be  allowed  to  come  between  the  Government 
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and  him  to  coin  money  from  his  toil,  and  needlessly  increase  his  hard- 
ships and  difficulties  by  selling  him  land  at  a  heavy  advance  upon  the 
first  cost. 

THE  POSITION  OF  THE  LIBERAL  PARTY. 

Upon  the  question  of  the  settlers'  and  the  labourers'  interests  in 
the  public  lands  of  the  Dominion,  the  Liberal  party  has  taken  an  un- 
equivocal and  statesmanlike  position.  It  condemns  in  unmeasured 
terms  the  subservient  truckling  to  political  expediency,  the  chicanery! 
and  the  fraud  which  permit  the  taking  away  from  the  people  theirj 
sacred  heritage  in  the  public  domain.  It  condemns  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment : 

L  Because  its  policy  is  dictated  by  and  in  the  interests  of  specu- 
lators, and  because  it  has  forgotten  that  Canada  is  a  free  and  democratic! 
land. 

2.  Because  it  gives  immense  tracts  of  choice  agricultural  lands  to 
speculators  at  half  price. 

3.  Because  its  policy  is  calculated  to  create  in  Canada  great  landed 
estates. 

4.  Because  it  seeks  to  introduce  that  tenant  system  which  is  the 
curse  of  the  British  Islands. 

5.  Because  it  compels  the  bona  fide  tiller  of  the  soil  to  pay  vastly 
more  for  his  acres  than  the  Government  receives,  the  difference  goina 
into  the  coffers  of  the  land-grabbers. 

6.  Because  it  loses  sight  of  the  future,  and  barters  the  priceless  in- 
heritances of  the  people  for  the  benefit  of  a  comparatively  few  camp- 
followers  and  gamblers. 

THE  LESSONS  OF  A  CENTURY. 

In  its  position  upon  the  land  question  the  Liberal  party  takes  the 
enlightened  stand  that  the  United  States  has  taken,  after  an  experience 
of  nearly  a  century  in  the  management  of  public  lands.  Its  position 
is  substantially  the  same  as  that  of  both  the  great  parties  of  the  United 
States,  as  well  as  the  Workingmen's  Union  of  that  country.  On  June 
2,  1880,  the  Republican  Convention,  in  session  in  Chicago,  adopted  the 
following  as  a  part  of  its  platform  : 

"Section  5. — No  further  grant  of  the  public  domain  should  be  made  to 
any  railway,  or  other  corporation." 

On  June  22,  1880,  the  Democratic  Convention  in  session  in  Cin- 
cinnati adopted  the  following  as  a  part  of  its  platform  : 

"Section  12. — Public  money  and  public  credit  for  public  purposes 
solely,  and  public  land  for  actual  settlers. " 

The  Convention  of  the  Workingmen's  Union  of  the  United  States 
has  also  adopted  the  following  as  a  part  of  its  policy : 

"  The  reserving  of  the  public  lands,  the  heritage  of  the  people,  for 
actual  settlers  ;   not  another  acre  for  railroads  or  corporations." 

THE  LIBERAL  POLICY  FORMULATED. 

The  position  of  the  Liberal  Party  of  Canada  on  this  subject  was 
pithily  expressed  by  Mr.  Blake  in  the  debate  on  the  Address,  at  the 
opening  of  the  late  Session  :  "  The  short  motto,"  he  said,  "we  have 
adopted  year  by  year  for  the  North- West  has  been,  'The  land  for  the 
settler  ;  the  price  for  the  public'  "  It  was  further  set  forth  in  the 
resolutions  moved  in  the  House  of  Commons,  April  12,  1882,  by  Mr. 
Charlton,  on  amendment  to  the  motion  of  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  to  go 
■into  Committee  of  Supply,  which  are  as  follows  : 
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Mr.  Charlton  moved  in  amendment,  that  Mr  Speaker  do  not  now 
eave  the  chair,  but  that  it  be 

Resolved, — That  the  present  Land  Regulations  provide  that  odd- 
numbered  sections  in  the  Canadian  North-West,  outside  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Belt,  shall  be  open  to  sale  without  conditions  of  settlement. 

That  the  so-called  Colonization  Plan  No.  1,  provides  that  parties  may- 
purchase  large  tracts  of  land  on  credit  at  $2  per  acre,  with  a  proviso  for  the 
rebate  of  one-half  of  the  price  on  certain  conditions,  thus  reducing  the  cost 
to  %\  per  acre  ;  or  one-half  the  price  charged  to  individual  settlers  for  their 
pre-emptions,  or  other  purchases  in  odd  sections. 

That  the  so-called  Colonization  Plan  No.  2,  provides  that  parties  may 
purchase  large  tracts  embracing  all  the  Government  lands  within  their  area 
(from  which  homestead  and  pre-emption  settlers  are  thus  to  be  excluded), 
paying  $2  per  acre,  without  any  express  conditions  of  forfeiture  in  case  of 
non-settlement,  and  with  the  additional  advantages  of  a  large  rebate, 
amounting  under  certain  conditions  to  $1  per  acre  from  the  price,  in  case 
the  purchasers  choose  to  effect  a  so-called  settlement  within  each  township, 
but  without  any  provision  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  given,  or  the  interest  to 
be  secured  to  each  so-called  settler. 

That  these  regulations  are  .calculated  injuriously  to  affect  the  future  of 
the  country  by  facilitating  the  creation  of  large  landed  estates,  by  placing 
extended  areas  of  the  choicest  lands  in  the  hands  of  speculators,  who  have 
favorable  opportunities  of  securing  them  in  anticipation  of  the  settler,  and 
who  may  hold  them  for  a  large  advance  to  be  paid  by  the  ultimate  settler, 
whereby  the  country  will  gain  nothing  in  price,  and  will  lose  through  the 
diminished  ability  of  the  settler  to  contribute  to  the  public  revenues. 

That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  our  aim  should  be  to  people  the 
agricultural  regions  of  the  North-West  with  independent  freeholders, 
each  cultivating  his  own  farm,  and  paying  therefor  no  more  than  the  public 
treasury  receives  ;  and  that,  save  in  the  case  of  town  plots,  or  other  excep- 
tional cases,  the  sale  of  North- West  agricultural  lands  should,  as  a  rule,  be 
made  to  actual  settlers  only,  on  reasonable  conditions  of  settlement,  and  in 
quantities  limited  to  the  area  which  can  be  reasonably  occupied  by  a  settler. 

The  motion  was  lost  on  a  strictly  partv  vote.  Yeas  (Liberals),  47  ; 
Nays  (Tories),  112. 
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THE  ADDRESS 


■OF   THE — 


LIBERAL  LEADER 


TO  THE  FREE  AND  INDEPENDENT  ELECTORS  OF 
*  WEST  DURHAM  : 

Gentlemen, 

The  Government,  which  but  a  brief  space  since  was  craving  a 
longer  trial  before  judgment,  has  prematurely  dissolved  Parliament, 
and  precipitated  a  general  election. 

For  what  reason  1     Because  it  felt  that  it  would  be  weaker  next 

year  than  it  is  to-day,  and  that  its  only  chance  of  victory  lay  in  a 

surprise  !     But  it  has  not  ventured  to  appeal  to  the   constituency  of 

1878. 

ZT  HAS  PACKED  THE  JURY. 

By  an  iniquitous  measure  it  has  concentrated  in  a  few  districts 
large  numbers  of  Liberal  voters,  in  order  to  weaken  the  effective 
Reform  strength  in  many  ridings,  to  impair  the  prospects  of  election 
of  leading  Liberals,  and,  if  possible,  to  turn  a  minority  of  the  people 
into  a  majority  in  Parliament. 

For  these  purposes  it  has  disregarded  the  county  bounds,  dis- 
turbed the  electoral  districts,  and  violated  long-standing  associations 
of  friendship,  business,  and  convenience  throughout  the  greater  part 
of  Ontario. 

But  even  this  was  not  enough. 

Repealing  the  law  which  makes  sheriffs  and  registrars  the  return- 
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ing-officers,  it  has  taken  power  to  appoint  where  it  pleases  its  own 
nominees  to  do  its  work,  and  to  re-enact  the  scenes  of  ten  years  ago 
when  men  defeated  at  the  polls  in  Muskoka  and  West  Peterboro'  were 
made  into  members  of  Parliament  by  the  will  of  these  officials. 

Such  acts  are  subversive  of  those  principles  of  justice,  equality 
and  fair  play  on  which  our  constitution  rests,  and  which  give  a  moral 
sanction  to  the  laws. 

They  show  that  Government,  notwithstanding  all  its  boasts,  feels 
itself  beaten  in  a  fair  fight,  and  so  attempts  foul  play. 

We  are  appealing  to  all  good  men,  without  distinction  of  party 
to  rebuke  this  gross  abuse  of  power,  and  to  show  its  authors  that 
though  they  may  exchange  townships  and  cut  up  counties  as  they  like, 
the  votes  of  the  electors  on  whom  they  count  cannot  be  transferred  to 
the  supporters  of  iniquities  like  these. 

"W  e  are  calling  not  only  for  an  enthusiastic,  vigorous  and  organ- 
ized effort  on  the  part  of  Reformers,  but  also  for  the  support  of  many, 
heretofore  indifferent  or  hostile,  who  will  yet  decline  to  become  accom- 
plices in  this  transaction.  And  our  call  is  answered  !  Such  a  spirit 
has  been  aroused  among  the  people  at  large  as  I  have  not  seen  before — 
such  a  spirit  as  warrants  the  belief  that  the  attempt  will  fail  of  its 
base  purpose,  and  will  recoil  with  just  severity  on  the  heads  of  the 
concocters  and  supporters  of  the  plot  ! 

BROKEN  PLEDGES  AND  ADDED  BURDENS. 

On  what  do  the  Government  ask  a  renewal  of  your  confidence  ? 

On  a  record  of  broken  pledges  and  of  added  burdens. 

They  promised  that  they  would  not  increase  the  rate  of  taxation  ; 
they  have  enormously  increased  it. 

They  denounced  the  former  scale  of  expenditure  ;  they  have 
largely  raised  it. 

They  declaimed  against  the  additions  which  were  made  to  the 
public  charge  in  order  to  carry  out  a  policy  and  engagements  settled 
under  their  own  former  rule,  and  left  by  them  as  legacies  to  their 
successors 'in  1873  ;  they  have  greatly  added  to  that  charge,  and  have, 
as  far  as  in  them  lay,  ensured  the  recurrence  of  a  period  of  severe 
financial  difficulty  and  distress. 

They  boast  of  an  increased  revenue  ;  due,  so  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned, to  increased  taxation  only. 


They  boast  of  an  enlarged  prosperity  ;  due  not  to  them,  but  to  the 
general  revival  of  trade  throughout  the  world,  to  large  products  at  home, 
and  high  prices  abroad. 

THE  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  CONTRACT. 

They  pride  themselves  on  their  Pacific  Railway  contract.  I  con- 
demn that  bargain  as  improper,  being  made  in  secret,  without  public 
tender,  contrary  to  the  existing  policy  of  the  people  and  of  Parliament, 
and  opposed  to  the  provisions  of  the  law.  I  condemn  it  as  extravagant^ 
since  the  enterprise  will  cost  us  sixty  million  dollars  and  twenty-five 
million  acres  of  the  choicest  lands,  while  the  road  is  to  belong  to  the 
company  .which  will  realize  the  cost  of  its  part  of  the  work  out  of  its 
land  and  money  subsidies. 

I  condemn  it  as  outrageous,  in  conferring  on  the  company  a  prac- 
tical monopoly,  for  twenty  years,  of  the  trade  of  our  North- West  Ter. 
ritories,  and  large  privileges  and  exemptions  very  valuable  to  them  and 
still  more  detrimental  to  the  public. 

I  condemn  it  as  indefensible,  being  consummated  in  the  face  of  a 
tender  to  perform  the  same  obligations  for  three  million  dollars  less 
money,  for  three  million  acres  less  land,  without  the  monopoly  of  trade 
without  the  exemptions  from  taxation,  and  on  other  conditions  much 
more  favorable  than  those  of  the  contract. 

I  condemn  it  as  premature,  since  the  true  policy  was  to  provide  for 
the  rapid  completion  of  the  line  from  Thunder  Bay  and  for  the  im- 
mediate construction  of  railways  through  the  prairie,  and  by  securing  the 
early  development  and  settlement  of  the  North- West  to  give  value  to 
our  lands  and  a  traffic  for  the  road  before  contracting  for  the  comple-  ■ 
tion  of  the  eastern  and  western  ends. 

The  progress  of  the  North-West  is  due  to  the  work  we  did  and 
proposed  to  do. 

The  difficulties  and  drawbacks  which  exist — very  serious  now  and 
far  more  serious  in  the  future — are  due  to  the  obnoxious  terms  of  the 
contract. 

One  short  year  has  vindicated  our  policy  !  Who  can  doubt  that, 
had  it  been  adopted,  we  could  to-day  make  a  bargain  for  the  undertak- 
ing infinitely  better  than  that  to  which  we  are  now  committed  ?  The 
Government  and  Parliament  declined  to  give  you  an  opportunity  of 


deciding  on  the  question.  We  have  now  to  ask  the  popular  judgment 
on  the  men  who  refused  that  opportunity  and  consummated  that  con- 
tract. 

THE  TRADE  QUESTION. 

You  know  well  that  I  do  not  approve  of  needless  restrictions  on 
our  liberty  of  exchanging  what  we  have  for  what  we  want,  and  do  not 
see  that  any  substantial  application  of  the  restrictive  principle  has  been 
or  can  be,  made  in  favor  of  the  great  interests  of  the  mechanic,  the 
laborer,  the  farmer,  the  lumberman,  the  ship-builder,  or  the  fisherman. 
But  you  know  also  that  I  have  fully  recognized  the  fact  that  we  are 
obliged  to  raise  yearly  a  great  sum,  made  greater  by  the  obligations 
imposed  on  us  by  this  Government ;  and  that  we  must  continue  to 
provide  this  yearly  sum  mainly  by  import  duties,  laid  to  a  great  ex 
tent  on  goods  similar  to  those  which  can  be  manufactured  here  ;  and 
that  it  results  as  a  necessary  incident  of  our  settled  fiscal  system  that 
there  must  be  a  large,  and,  as  I  believe,  in  the  view  of  moderate  pro- 
tectionists, an  ample  advantage  to  the  home  manufacturer. 

Our  adversaries  wish  to  present  to  you  an  issue  as  between  the 
present  tariff  and  absolute  free  trade. 
That  is  not  the  true  issue. 

Free  trade  is,  as  I  have  repeatedly  explained,  for  us  impossible  ; 
and  the  issue  is  whether  the  present  tariff  is  perfect,  or  defective  and 
unjust. 

I  believe  it  to  be  in  some  important  respects  defective  and  unjust. 
We  expressed  our  views  last  session  in  four  motions,  which  de- 
clare that  articles  of  such  prime  necessity  as  fuel  and  breadstuffs 
should  be  free;  that  the  sugar  duties  should  be  so* adjusted  as  to 
relieve  the  consumer  from  some  part  of  the  enormous  extra  price  he 
s  now  liable  to  pay  to  a  few  refiners  ;  that  the  exorbitant  and  un- 
equal duties  on  the  lower  grades  of  cottons  and  woollens  should  be  so 
changed  as  to  make  them  fairer  to  the  masses,  who  now  pay  on  the 
cheapest  goods  taxes  about  twice  as  great  in  proportion  as  those  which 
the  rich  pay  on  the  finest  goods  ;  and  that  the  duties  on  such  materials 
as  iron,  which  is  in  universal  use,  should  be  reduced,  so  as  to  enable 
the  home  manufacturer,  to  whom  it  is  a  raw  material,  to  produce  a 
cheaper  article  for  the  benef^  cf  his  home  consumer  and  the  en- 
couragement of  his  foreign  tiuue. 
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I  believe  that  by  changes  of  the  character  I  have  indicated  mono- 
poly and  extravagant  prices  would  be  checked,  a  greater  measure  of 
fair  play  and  justice  to  all  classes  would  be  secured,  and  the  burden 
of  taxation  would  be  better  adjusted  to  the  capacity  of  the  people  who 
are  to  pay.  Depend  upon  it,  a  day  will  come  when  by  sharp  and 
bitter  experience  we  shall  learn  the  truth  ;  and  many  who  even  now 
applaud  will  then  condemn  these  particular  incidents  of  the  tariff. 

But  I  believe  that  our  brief  experience  has  already  convinced  many 
former  supporters  of  the  need  of  amendment,  and  that  a  majority  of 
the  intelligent  electors  are  in  favor  of  such  modifications  in  the  direc- 
tion I  have  pointed  out  as  may  be  made  with  a  due  regard  to  the  legiti- 
mate interests  of  all  concerned. 

THE  NORTH- WEST  LAND  POLICY. 

I  challenge  the  North- West  land  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
has  in  various  forms  given  facilities  for  speculation,  whereby  great  areas 
of  the  choicest  lands  are  falling  into  the  hands  of  middlemen,  who  will 
hold  them  till  they  exact  from  the  immigrant  large  profits,  thus  at  once 
retarding  the  development  of  the  country  and  lessening  the  prosperity 
of  the  settler. 

Our  motto  is,  "The  land  for  the  settler  ;  the  price  for  the 

PUBLIC." 

CIVXI.  SERVICE  REFORM. 

The  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  shows  that  the  existing, 
system  has  resulted  in  bad  appointments,  extravagant  salaries,  the  re- 
tention of  unfit  officers,  the  discouragement  of  many  deserving  men, 
and  great  injury  to  the  public.  It  shows  that  the  true  remedy  is  the 
abolition  of  political  patronage,  the  substitution  of  appointments  by 
merit,  and  the  reorganization  of  the  system. 

Agreeing  in  the  main  with  these  views,  I  believe  that  the  new  Act 
which  proceeds  on  other  lines,  will  not  remedy  the  admitted  evils. 

Provision  is  needed  to  prevent  improper  practices  in  connection 
with  tenders  and  contracts  for  public  works  ;  but  the  Government  has 
thwarted  such  legislation. 

,  Those  who  have  not  forgotten  the  events  of  1872  will  know  the 
reason  why. 

PROVINCIAL  RIGHTS. 

Our  provincial  rights  are  amongst  the  chief  jewels  of  our  constitu- 
tion ;  and  on  their  preservation  rest  the  prosperity  and  the  permanence 
of  the  Confederation. 
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Of  these  the  most  valuable — that  indeed  on  which  all  else  depends 
— is  the  right  of  effective  local  legislation  on  local  affairs. 

This  right  has  been  grievously  infringed  by  the  disallowance  of 
the  Streams  Act,  which  dealt  with  a  subject  purely  local,  and  in  no 
wise  conflicted  with  Dominion  interests. 

Its  disallowance,  on  the  ground  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Federal 
Cabinet  it  was  not  a  proper  Act,  creates  a  dangerous  precedent,  and 
asserts  a  power  destructive  of  the  autonomy  of  the  Provinces. 

The  majority  of  the  late  Parliament  sanctioned,  while  we  de- 
nounced, that  disallowance. 

It  is  now  for  the  people  to  decide  whether  they  will  abandon  or 
regain  their  threatened  liberties. 

THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

ne  respective  Governments  some  years  ago  submitted  the 
boundary  question  to  the  judgment  of  a  commission  of  eminent, 
able,  and  impartial  men.  The  fact  was  communicated  to  and  discussed 
.  in  Parliament,  and  although  several  sessions  elapsed  no  adverse 
motion  was  proposed.  On  the  contrary,  Parliament  without  dissent 
voted  the  moneys  necessary  to  carry  on  the  reference,  and  thus  adopted 
the  policy. 

It  was  the  received  opinion  that  the  natural,  reasonable  and  cus- 
tomary mode  of  settling  an  international  question  by  arbitration  would 
not  be  thereafter  questioned. 

The  award  was  made  in  1878  ;  the  present  Government  in  1879 
declined  to  state  its  policy  on  the  question  ;  in  1880  it  promoted  the 
appointment  of  a  partisan  Committee  of  Inquiry  ;  in  1881  it  brought 
Manitoba  into  the  controversy  by  its  mode  of  enlarging  her  eastern 
limits  ;  then  it  announced  the  opinion  that  Ontario  did  not  comprise 
even  her  old  settlements  in  the  neighborhood  of  Fort  "William  ;  and 
at  length,  in  1882,  it  took  courage  to  declare  to  Parliament  that  the 
award  should  be  disregarded  in  order  to  a  struggle  to  contract,  if  pos- 
sible, within  those  narrow  bounds  the  limits  of  our  Province. 

The  majority  in  the  late  Parliament  has  sanctioned,  while  we 
have  condemned  this  action.  It  is  for  the  people  to  decide  whether 
the  reference  and  award  shall  be  repudiated  or  respected. 
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REFORM  OF  THE  SENATE. 

The  Senate  is  constituted  on  the  principle  of  appointment  for  life 
by  the  Administration  of  the  day,  thus  creating  a  legislative  body 
responsible  to  no  one,,  without  provision  to  secure  effective  Federal 
representation,  or  the  necessary  degree  of  harmony  between  the  two 
Chambers. 

I  think  this  plan  defective,  and  out  of  keeping  with  the  true  prin- 
ciples of  popular  government  as  at  this  time  developed. 

I  do  not  propose  that  the  Provinces  should  be  deprived  of  the 
right,  which  many  value,  of  Federal  representation  in  the  present  pro- 
portions, in  a  second  chamber  ;  but  I  would  advocate  the  reduction  of 
its  numbers,  and  the  election  by  the  people  of  its  members.  Our  own 
experience  in  Old  Canada  gives  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  this  plan. 

THE  TRUE  NATIONAL  POLICY. 

I  am  in  favor  of  a  true  national  policy  and  of  every  measure  tend- 
ing to  the  real  progress  of  our  country  and  the  fulfilment  of  its  great 
destiny. 

The  other  day  I  gave  my  heart  and  voice  for  the  assertion  of  our 
right,  as  members  of  the  Empire,  to  express  our  views  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland,  a  truly  Imperial  question,  beyond  our  legislative  competence, 
indeed,  but  in  which,  notwithstanding,  we  have  from  many  points  of 
view  a  most  substantial  interest ;  and  I  congratulate  you  on  the  action 
to  which  Parliament  agreed. 

It  is  a  main  ingredient  in  our  national  progress  that  we  should 
secure  a  larger  trade  and  a  freer  access  to  the  markets  of  the  world. 

Our  efforts  in  this  direction  have  hitherto  been  abortive. 

I  believe  that  a  fuller  freedom  to  manage  for  ourselves  this  part  of 
our  own  affairs  would  give  a  better  prospect  of  success  ;  and,  as  advo- 
cates of  a  truly  national  policy,  we  have  recorded  these  views  in  a  mo- 
tion, which  was  defeated  in  Parliament,  but  for  which  I  ask  a  verdict 
at  the  polls. 

Gentlemen,  the  occasion  is   a  grave  one. 

To  the  people  is  now  remitted  the  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
conduct  of  its  rulers  and  of  settling  the  lines  on  which  public  affairs 
shall  be  conducted,  for  five  years  at  any  rate,  and  mayhap  for  a  much 
longer  time. 


I  hope  to  be  able,  before  the  close  of  the  election,  to  explain  at 
greater  length  my  opinions  on  public  affairs  ;  but  I  have  thought  it 
right,  at  the  earliest  moment,  to  state  frankly  my  views  on  some  im- 
portant questions  as  fully  as  is  compatible  within  the  limits  of  an 
address. 

I  cannot  expect  every  one,  even  of  my  own  supporters,  to  concur 
entirely  in  every  sentiment  I  express. 

Men's  minds  are  not  so  constituted  that  one  can  hope  to  secure 
such  absolute  and  complete  assent. 

It  is  on  a  large,  general,  and  comprehensive  view  that  we  must 
act.  If  in  the  main  you  differ  from  me,  it  is  your  duty  to  reject  me  as 
unsuited  for  your  service  ;  and  I  shall  accept  your  decision  with  un- 
feigned respect  and  unabated  friendship. 

But  if  in  the  main  you  value  the  principles  and  approve  the  policy 
I  have  announced  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  condemn  the  fraud  which 
would  cheat  our  people  of  a  fair  lepresentation,  the  wrong  which  would 
deprive  us  of  our  Provincial  rights,  the  injustice  which  would  repudi- 
ate an  international  award,  the  crime  which  has  placed  our  future  in 
the  North- West  in  the  hands  of  a  great  monopoly  ;  the  additions,  in 
breach  of  solemn  pledge,  to  taxation,  expenditure,  and  public  charge  ; 
the  schemes  which  substitute  for  the  good  of  the  masses  and  for  fair 
taxation,  the  aggrandizement  of  the  few  and  the  rich  and  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  many  and  the  poor  ;  if  you  are  prepared  to  give  your  voices 
for  freedom  and  justice,  for  retrenchment  and  reform,  for  fair  play  and 
equal  rights,  for  real  progress  and  true  national  development — then  I 
ask  for  your  support,  and  will  do  what  in  me  lies  to  justify  your  deci- 
sion. 

And  in  the  hope  and  belief  that  such  will  be  your  verdict, 

I  am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  faithful  servant, 
Toronto,  May  22,  1882.  EDWARD  BLAKE. 


PUBLIC  EXPENDITURE. 


Increased  Taxation,  Accompanied  by  Extrava- 
gance) and  Waste  in  every  Department. 


The  Annual  Expenditure  and  the  Public  Debt  going  up  by 
Millions  at  a  Jump— A  Eecord  of  Broken  Pledges. 

The  record  of  the  Tory  party  during  the  past  three  years  is  one  of 
extravagance  and  waste  in  nearly  every  department  of  the  public 
service.  Contrary  to  all  the  pledges  made  to  the  electors  in  the  cam- 
paign of  1878 — contrary  to  the  professions  of  the  leaders  of  the  party 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament — contrary  to  the  expectations  of  thousands 
of  the  confiding  electors  of  Canada — they  have  increased  the  public  debt, 
they  have  added  millions  to  the  annual  expenditure,  and  they  have 
filled  the  public  departments  with  their  friends  and  partisans. 

PUBLIC  DEBT  OF  THE  DOMINION. 

The  foUowing  table  (see  Public  Accounts,  page  19)  shows  the  debt 
of  Canada,  net  and  gross,  on  the  1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  since 
Confederation  : 

Net  Debt.  Gross  Debt. 

1867 $75,728,641  $93,046,091 

1868   75,757,134  96,896,666 

1869 75,859,319  112,361,998 

1870 78,209,742  115,993,706 

1871 77,706,517  115,492,682 

1872 82,187,072  122,400,179 

1873 99,848,461  130,778,098 

1874 108,324,964  141,163,551 

1875 116,008,378  151,663,401 

1876 124,551,514  161,204,687 

1877 133,235,309  174,675,834 

1878 140,362,069  174,957,268 

1879 142,990,187  179,483,871 

1880 J  52, 45 1,588  194,634,440 

1881 155,395,780  199861,537 

It  will  be  seen  from  these  figures  that  the  debt  of  the  country  has 
doubled  in  ten  years,  and  considerably  more  than  doubled  since  1867; 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  100  per  cent,  within  the  ten  years,  and 
of  105  per  cent,  since  Confederation,  while  in  population  there  has 
been  an  increase  of  only  28  per  cent.  In  1871  the  debt  per  head  was 
$21.45  ;  in  1881  it  was  $35.72— an  increase  of  $14.27  per  head  in 
ten  years. 

WHO  IS  RESPONSIBLE  FOR  THE  INCREASE  ? 

It  is^alleged  by  Tories  that  the  Liberal  party  are  responsible  for 
the  larger  portion  of  this  increase.     This  would  be  true,  in  part,  but 
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only  in  part,  if  the  obligations  for  which  the  debt  was  incurred  were 
undertaken  by  the  Liberals  ;  but  inasmuch  as  nearly  every  dollar 
added  to  the  debt  between  1874  and  1879  was  borrowed  to  carry  on 
public  works  begun  previous  to  1873,  the  party  who  began  these  works 
must  be  held  responsible  for  the  debt  incurred  for  their  construction. 

A  LEGACY  OF  OBLIGATIONS. 

When  the  Liberal  party  came  into  power  in  1873  they  were  con- 
fronted with  a  legacy  of  serious  financial  obligations.  By  the  action 
of  their  Tory  predecessors  the  country  was  committed  to  enormous 
undertakings,  requiring  a  large  amount  of  foreign  capital,  the  chief 
of  which  were : 

The  Enlargement  of  Canals $20,000,000 

The  Intercolonial  Railway 10,000,000 

The  Pacific  Railway 30,000,000 

The  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  Railways....  2,000,000 

The  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  2,500,000 

Improvements  of  the  St.  Lawrence 2,500,000 

Total $67,000,000 

The  full  responsibility  for  these  works  was  frankly  admitted  by  Sir 
Leonard;  Tilley  in  1873.  On  page  20  of  his  Budget  Speech  of  that  year, 
the  following  statement  occurs  : 

"We  are,  however,  entering  upon  new  and  increased  engagements, 
involving  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  We  are  entering  upon  works — we 
have  already  done  so — which  will  require  a  large  increase  of  our  debt.  We 
have  $10,000,000  to  expend  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ;  we  have  $30,- 
000,000  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  ;  and  the  canal  system  that  has  been 
accepted  by  the  Government  will  involve  an  expenditure  of  at  least  $20,- 
000,000.  These  are  serious  matters,  inasmuch  as  they  add  $60,000,000  to 
our  existing  debt. " 

Besides  these  undertakings — for  which  SirJLeonard  Tilley  admits 
the  responsibility  of  the  Tory  party — there  were  a  number  of  minor 
works  for  which  money  was  voted  in  1873,  and  which,  being  already 
under  contract,  could  not  very  well  be  abandoned.  These  were  prin- 
cipally public  buildings,  such  as  Custom  Houses,  Post  Offices,  Harbors 
and  Piers,  on  which  about  $3,000,000  were  spent  during  the  Mackenzie 
Administration  merely  to  fulfil  the  pledges  of  the  previous  Govern- 
ment. 

REDEEMING  THE  PLEDGES. 

Now,  it  would  certainly  be  very  unfair  to  charge  the  Liberal  party 
with  the  debt  incurred  under  these  circumstances.  For  instance, 
between  the  1st  July,  1874,  and  the  1st  July,  1879,  $17,645,985 
were  spent  for  the  enlargement  and  improvement  of  our  canal  system. 
For  this  purpose  $3,690,000  were  voted  in  1872,  and  $5,277,000  in 
1873.  On  the  Pacific  Railway  $11,052,615  were  spent.  No  one.  will 
surely  be  bold  enough  to  say  that  this  was  an  obligation  of  the  Liberals. 
During  the  same  time  $5,283,963  were  spent  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. We  have  then  the  sum  of  $33,980,561  expended  by  the  Liberal 
party  on  public  works  begun  by  their  predecessors,  for  which  money 
had  to  be  borrowed,  and  on  account  of  which  the  public  debt  had 
necessarily  to  be  increased. 

THE  MATTER  IN  A  NUTSHELL. 

To  put  the  matter  briefly  and  concisely,  responsibility  for  the  debt 
account  of  Canada  will  then  stand  as  follows  : 


Increase  from  1867  to  1st  July,  1874,  for  which  the 

Conservative  party  are  responsible $32, 596, 323 

Increase  from  1874  to  1879,  chiefly  to  fulfil  obligations 

of  Conservative  party  as  above 34,665,223 

Increase  from  1879  to  1881 12,405,593 


Total  increase  since  Confederation $79,667,139 

Conservative  increase $78,982,477 

Reform  increase  of  only 684,662 

To  this,  however,  must  be  added  the  deficits,  which,  after  deduct- 
ing the  surpluses,  amounted  to  $2,863,540.  By  no  possibility  then 
can  the  Liberal  party  be  held  responsible  for  more  than  5  per  cent,  of 
the  increase  of  the  public  debt  since  the  union  of  the  Provinces  in  1867. 
The  Ivories  are  responsible  for  95  per  cent,  of  it. 

ANNUAL  EXPENDITURE. 

The  following  table  shows  the  annual  expenditure  of  the  Tory 
party  under  the  first  administration  (1867-74)  and  of  the  "Reform  party 
during  its  term  of  office  : 

Tory  Expenditure.  Reform   Expenditure. 

1867-8 $13,486,092  1874-5 $23,718,071 

1868-9 14,038,084  1875-6 24,488,372 

1869-70 14,345,509  1876-7  23,519,301 

1870-1 15,623,081  1877-8 23,503,158 

1871-2 17,589,468 

1872  3 19,171,647 

1873  4 23,316,316 

The  Tory  party  are  here  rightly  charged  with  the  expenditure  of 
1873-4.  They,  and  they  only,  are  responsible  for  it.  They  provided  for 
the  admission  of  Prince  Edward  Island  into  the  union,  for  the  assump- 
tion of  provincial  debts  by  the  jJominion,  for  a  largely  increased  ex- 
penditure upon  the  Civil  Service,  and  for  various  other  purposes  not 
included  in  any  previous  year.  Following  are  the  items  of  their  esti- 
mates for  the  year,  some  provided  for  by  vote  of  Supply  and  some 
by  special  Acts  : 

Amount  of  original  estimates $20,941,182 

1st  supplementary  estimates  ... 368,340 

2nd  supplementary  estimates 57,300 

3id  supplementary  estimates 100,000 

Under  36  Vic.  (Provincial  debts) 918,000 

Increase  of  Civil  Service  salaries  300,000 

Prince  Edward  Island  charge 418,000 

Mounted  Police 200,000 

Miscellaneous  charges 482,000 


Total $23,784,822 

By  no  exercise  of  ingenuity  can  the  Tory  party  evade  responsibility 
for  the  expenditure  of  this  year.  But  the  whole  amount  of  the  vote 
was  not  spent ;  by  prudent  management  Mr.  Mackenzie's  Government 
saved  $368,684.  There  is,  however,  a  very  different  tale  to  tell  of  the 
year  1878-9.  Sir  Richard  Cartwright's  estimate  was  $23,696,873,  and 
in  each  of  the  previous  years  he  kept  expenditure  considerably  within 
the  estimate.  But  the  Tories  got  on  the  Treasury  benches  early  in  the 
financial  year,  and  instead  of  keeping  expenditure  within  the  vote,  they 
exceeded  it  by  $758,000.  Mr.  Mackenzie's  Government  cannot  be 
held  responsible  for  a  larger  sum  than  their  own  estimate,  and  the  ex- 


eess  is  properly  charged  against  the  Tories,  who  managed  affairs  for  three- 
quarters  of  the  financial  year. 

PROMISE  AND  FULFILMENT. 

The  Tories  in  Opposition  were  staunch  advocates  of  economy  and 
retrenchment,  and  they  made  wonderful  promises  to  the  people  of  what 
they  should  do  were  they  again  entrusted  with  office.  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley,  addressing  the  electors  of  St.  John  in  1878,  said  : 

"  Had  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  been  in  power 
during  the  last  five  years,  he  was  satisfied  the  average  expenditure  would 
not  have  exceeded  $22,500,000." 

And  speaking  in  Parliament  on  the  22nd  February,  1878,  in  view 
of  the  elections  so  soon  to  take  place,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  : 

"  Inasmuch  as  we  governed  the  country  with  a  small  taxation,  and 
inasmuch  as  we  are  prepared  to  govern  the  country  again  without  those 
extravagant  expenditures  made  by  the  present  Government  since  they  have 
been  entrusted  with  power,  all  we  ask  is,  not  that  the  taxation  shall  be  in- 
creased, because  we  do  not  require  so  much  money  as  the  Jion.  gentlemen  opposite, 
as  we  have  shown  by  our  economy  in  the  past,  and  which  we  are  prepared  to 
practise  in  future." 

The  following  table,  commencing  with  1878-9,  will  show  how 
those  specious  promises  have  been  kept  : 

Tory  Expenditure. 

1878-9 $24,455,381 

1879-80 24,850,634 

1880-1 25,502.554 

1881-2  (Estimates)   27,672,213 

1882-3  (Estimates) 28,079,485 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley, in  1878, was  satisfied  that  had  he  and  his  friends 
been  in  power  for  the  preceding  five  years,  they  could  have  saved  at  least 
ona  million  dollars  a  year  ;  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  prepared  to 
govern  the  country  "  without  those  extravagant  expenditures"  of  the 
Mackenzie  Government.  He  and  his  friends  would  not  increase  taxation. 
They  would  not  require  so  much  money  as  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  his 
friends.  Oh,  no  !  The  economy  they  had  shown  in  the  past  they  were 
prepared  to  practise  in  the  future. 

BUT  WHAT  DO  WE  FIND  ? 

Not  that  taxation  or  expenditure  has  been  reduced  by  a  million 
dollars,  but  that  both  have  been  enormously  increased.  Last  year  the 
taxation  was  $29,635,000  ;  this  year  the  revised  estimates  of  the 
Finance  Minister  are  $31,710,000  ;  and  for  the  next  financial  year  he 
expects  to  collect  $30,600,000  !  Now,  examine  the  expenditure.  For 
Mr.  Mackenzie's  last  full  year  the  amount  was  $23,316,316,  inclusive 
of  the  cost  of  the  Dominion  Land  Surveys  and  of  rolling  stock  for  Gov- 
ernment railways.  The  Tory  leaders  denounced  that  expenditure  as 
wasteful  and  extravagant.  But  for  the  current  year  they  are  themselves 
expending  $27,670,000,  chargeable  to  income.  Add  the  $350,000  for 
land  surveys — which  they  are  charging  to  capital  instead  of  to  income, 
as  was  the  practice  under  Mr.  Mackenzie's  Administration — and  the 
total  expenditure  for  the  year  uill  be  a  little  over  $28,000,000  I  For  a 
professedly  economical  Government  these  figures  are  startling ;  but  for 
the  coming  year  it  is  proposed  to  spend  a  much  larger  amount.  Dur- 
ing the  session  just  closed  the  following  appropriations  were  made,  by 
Estimates  and  special  Acts: 


Appropriations  for  1882-3. 

Main  estimates $27,305,453 

1st  Supplementary  Estimates 694,032 

2nd  Supplementary  Estimates 80,000 

Fishery  Bounty  (by  Act)  150,000 

Chignecto  Marine  Railway 150, 000 

Manitoba's  increased  subsidy 129,000 

Railway  subsidies   1,508,000 

Total $30,016,485 

The  subsidy  to  the  Chignecto  Railway  ($150,000  a  year)  extends 
over  a  period  of  twenty  years,  making  altogether  $3, 000, 000.  The  second 
item  of  railway  subsidies  is  for  short  roads  that  will  doubtless  be  finished 
within  three  years,  so  that  probably  only  one-third  of  it  will  be  a 
charge  on  the  expenditure  of  1882-3,  say  $503,000.  Then  there  must 
be  added,  for  fair  comparison  with  the  expenditure  under  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie's Administration,  the  sums  of  $450,000  for  land  surveys  and 
$616,600  for  railway  rolling  stock,  now  charged  to  capital  account. 
This  gives  us  a  total  expenditure  for  the  coming  year  of  $30,076,485  ! 
But  more  will  surely  follow.  It  has  been  the  practice  in  recent  years 
to  bring  down  a  second  series  of  first  and  second  supplementary  esti- 
mates; those  voted  for  the  current  year  amounted  to  $1,250,000. 
Taking  as  granted  that  those  for  next  year  will  be  equally  large,  we 
have  as  the  total  for  the  year  the  enormous  sum  of  $31,426,000  I  being 
a  sum  $826,000  in  excess  of  the  estimated  revenuefor  the  year.  These 
are 

APPALLING  FIGURES. 

and  they  are  a  striking  commentary  on  the  promises  and  pledges 
made  by  the  Tory  leaders  in  Opposition.  But  the  figures  do  not  belie 
the  record  which  the  Tory  party  has  made  for  itself.  It  is  the  old  story 
of  heedlessness  and  waste  of  public  expenditure.  During  the  first  period 
of  that  party  in  office  the  annual  expenditure  was  increased  by  $9,830,- 
000,  or  at  the  rate  of  $1,64-0,000  per  year.  During  the  second  period 
they  bid  fair  to  beat  the  old  record,  and  it  will  not  be  the  fault  of  Sir 
John,  Sir  Charles,  Sir  Leonard  and  Sir  Hector,  if  they  do  not.  During 
the  Reform  period  the  expenditure  was  only  increased  at  the  rate  of 
$47,460  per  year.  The  contrast  between  the  two  parties  is  one  that  the 
people  may  study  with  profit  on  the  eve  of  a  general  election.  Another 
five  years  of  Tory  rule  would  bankrupt  the  Dominion. 

ON  DANGEROUS  GROUND. 

It  has  been  shown  that,  while  the  Government  has  added  largely  to 
the  taxation  of  the  people,  expenditure  has  been  keeping  step  with 
revenue.  This  is  always  the  great  danger  of  levying  a  higher  rate  of 
taxation  than  the  necessities  of  revenue  require.  It  encourages 
recklessness  and  waste.  And,  unfortunately,  there  is  no  task  more 
difficult  for  a  Finance  Minister  to  accomplish  than  to  cut  down  or 
materially  reduce  expenditure  consisting  of  permanent  charges  when 
it  has  been  allowed  to  attain  to  a  certain  figure.  What,  then, 
is  to  be  done  when  the  next  period  of  depression  comes  ?  Our 
surplus  will  disappear,  but  our  taxes  will  remain  ;  and  unfortunately  the 
scale  of  expenditure  which  the  Government  has  fixed  will  remain  too  I 
When  that  time  comes—  and  the  experience  of  every  country  in  Europe 
and  America  proves  that  periods  of  depression  recur  with  almost  the 
regularity  of  the  seasons — what  will  the  condition  of  our  people  be  ? 
The  average  taxation  now  is  $35  per  family,  and  the  system  upon  which 


it  is  levied  is  so  unfair  and  unjust  that  a  very  much  larger  percentage  is 
paid  by  the  poorer  classes  of  the  community  than  by  the  wealthier  ; 
the  heaviest  burden  is  laid  on  the  shoulders  of  the  wage-earning  classes. 
There  are  takes  on  fuel,  taxes  on  meats  and  breadstuff's,  taxes  on  cloth- 
ing, taxes  on  light,  taxes  on  knowledge,  taxes  on  everything.  Yet  with 
all  his  taxes,  and  in  a  season  of  great  commercial  prosperity,  the 
Finance  Ministerhas  the  prospect  of  being  brought  face  to  face  with  a 
deficit  next  year.  What  will  the  condition  of  our  finances  be  when  the 
next  period  of  depression  comes  ?  and  what  the  condition  of  the  wage- 
earning  classes  ?     Is  it  not  high  time  that 

THE  ELECTORS  SHOULD  CRY,  HALT! 

and  discharge  the  wicked  and  unfaithful  stewards  who  were  given  power 
and  place  on  the  faith  of  specious  promises  ?  The  representatives  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  Parliament  have  sought  to  check  the  extravagance 
of  the  Governnient  by  all  means  in  their  power,  but  in  vain.  On  the 
6th  of  May,  this  year,  the  following  resolution  on  the  subject  was 
moved  by  Sir  Kichard  Cartwright,  inamendment  to  a  motion  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  : 

"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  now  leave  the  ehair,  but  that  it  be 
Resolved : 

"That  the  expenditure  for  the  year  1878  was  $23,503  158  ; 

"  That  the  expenditure  for  the  year  1881  was  £25,502,554  ; 

"  That  the  estimates  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1883,  amount  to 
$27,999,483,  independent  of  large  amounts  proposed  to  be  added  to  the 
annual  expenditure,  involving  a  further  addition  of  §410,000  more  ; 

"  That  many  of  the  items  charged  to  Capital  account  are  of  a  character 
which  might  more  properly  be  charged  to  Income; 

' '  That  a  very  large  proportion  of  this  expenditure  consists  of  fixed 
charges,  or  charges  of  a  permanent  character,  which,  when  once  created, 
are  either  incapable  or  very  difficult  of  reduction  ; 

'•  That  recent  legislation  and  the  completion  of  existing  engagements 
will  result  in  a  steady  increase  of  the  fixed  charges  within  a  few  years  ; 

"  That  experience  has  shown  that  the  consequence  of  rapidly  increas- 
ing the  fixed  charges  is,  to  produce  great  embarrassment  in  the  public 
finances ; 

"  That  this  House  views  with  regret  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
to  expend  for  the  year  1883  $2,906,627  more  than  the  expenditure  for  1881, 
and  $4,906,325  more  than  the  expenditure  for  all  purposes  in  1878." 

The  resolution  was  voted  down  by  the  Government  and  its  sup- 
porters, thus  clearly  showing  that  they  have  no  intention  to  retrench, 
but  that — to  quote  the  significant  promise  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in 
1878 — they  are  prepared  to  practise  in  future  the  "  economy  "  they 
have  shown  in  the  past.  The  electors  now  know  what  that  "  economy  • 
means,  and  what  they  may  expect  if  a  renewed  lease  of  office  is  given 
to  the  Tory  party  by  the  votes  to  be  cast  on  the  20th  of  June. 

It  may  be  proper  to  explain  that  Sir  Richard  Cart  Wright's  resolu- 
tion was  proposed  in  the  House  before  the  second  Supplementary 
Estimates  were  brought  down,  and  before  notice  was  given  of  the 
Government's  intention  to  grant  subsidies  to  Provincial  railways.  This 
will  make  clear  the  apparent  discrepancy  between  the  figures  in  the 
resolution  and  those  in  the  Statement  of  Appropriations. 

CAPITAL  EXPENDITURE. 

It  only  remains  to  add  that  in  the  three  years  1879-81  the  Govern- 
ment expended  $22,065,820  on  Capital  account  for  railways  and  other 
public  works  ;  that  for  the  current  financial  year  they  have  an  appro- 
priation for  $15,368,474  more  ;  and  for  next  year  a  further  appropri*- 
Hon  of  very  nearly  $20,000,000, 


"SKIPPERS  IN  THE  CHEESE." 


A  TALE  OF  TORY  EXTRAVAGANCE  AND  MISRULE-THE  COST  OF 
MINISTERIAL  PLEASURE  TRIPS. 

A  humorist  has  discovered  a  close  family  resemblance  between 
thoroughbred  Tories  and  skippers  in  the  cheese.  Both  get  into  place 
much  in  the  same  way,  and  their  habits  are  very  similar.  Skippers 
get  blown  into  the  cheese  by  somebody's  neglect,  and  generally  Tories 
get  into  office  in  the  sa'ne  way,  and  once  in  they  are  hard  to  get  out  ; 
they  think  they  have  a  divine  right  to  stay  there,  and  that  the  cheese 
is  far  better  for  their  being  in  it.  There  is,  our  humorist  says,  only 
one  more  uneasy  creature  in  the  world  than  a  skipper  out  of  cheese, 
and  that  is  a  thoroughbred  Tory  out  of  office.  The  Tory  party  out  of 
office  were  daily  working  themselves  into  a  passion  over  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Liberal  Government,  and  telling  the  people  how  much 
better  they  could  manage  affairs .  They  got  in,  and  now  let  us  com- 
pare notes  and  see. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  SALARIES. 

In  1878  the  number  of  employes  in  the  various  Government 
Departments  was  469,  and  the  amount  of  salaries  paid  was  $510,925. 
The  Tory  leaders  condemned  the  Government  in  strong  terms  for  this 
"  extravagance  ;"  yet,  the  official  papers  show  that  in  1881  they  had 
themselves  increased  the  number  of  employes  to  537,  and  the  salaries 
to  $574,240 — an  increase  in  three  years  of  68  in  number,  and  of  $63,315 
in  amount  of  salaries!     "  Skippers  "  again. 

SUPERANNUATION. 

The  expenditure  under  this  head  is  incurred  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  retire  officers  who  by  age  or  bodily  infirmity  are  no  longer  fit 
for  service.  It  is  very  much  to  be  feared  that  many  are  retired,  not  so 
much  from  physical  incapacity  as  from  a  desire  to  fill  their  places  with 
friends  of  the  Government.  The  effect  of  this  is  to  charge  the  revenue 
with  the  allowance  of  the  retired  officer,  and  also  the  salary  of  the  person 
who  takes  his  place.  The  expenditure  under  this  head  in  1878  was 
$106,588,  and  in  1881  it  was  increased  to  $147,362.  The  estimates  for 
1882-3  provide  for  $155,000. 

The  reckless  manner  in  which  the  expenditure  is  increasing  is 
shown  by  the  following  statement  of  the  numbers  retired  and  the 
allowance  made  in  1878  and  1881  respectively  : 

No.  of  persons  superannuated,  1878 38 

1881 70 

Allowance  made  in  1878 $16,857  33 

1881 29,927  34 

CANALS. 

The  management  of  our  vast  system  of  Canals  requires  the  greatest 
care  and  economy.  In  1878  the  revenue  of  the  entire  canal  system  of 
Canada  was  $378,248,  and  the  expenditure  on  salaries,  repairs,  etc., 
$346,996,  leaving  a  net  profit  of  $31,252.  In  1881  the  revenue  was 
$369,597  and  the  expenditure  $374,788,  showing  a  net  loss  of  $5,191. 
In  three  years  these  public  works,  which,  under  the  Mackenzie  Adminis- 
tration were  reasonably  productive,  were  made  a  charge  upon  the  revenue 
by  the  improvident  management  of  the  Conservative  Government. 
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THE  CONTROLLABLE  EXPENDITURE. 

This  includes  all  services  that  are  supposed  to  be  clearly  under  the 
control  of  the  Government,  and  which  may  be  increased  or  diminished 
according  as  the  disposition  of  the  Government  is  extravagant  or 
economical.  It  is  an  expenditure  which  Hon.  D.  L.  Macpherson,  a 
member  of  Sir  John  Macdonald's  Administration,  has  declared  to  be 
as  much  under  Government  control  as  ordinary  household  expenses  are 
under  the  control  of  individuals.  The  following  table  shows  at  a  glance 
the  record  of  the  two  parties  : 

TABLE  OF  CONTROLLABLE  EXPENDITURE. 


SERVICES. 


Civil  Government 

Administration  of  Justice... 

Police 

Penitentiaries 

Legislation 

Geological  Survey 

Arts,  Agriculture 

Census  

Immigration  and  Quarantine 

Marine  Hospitals 

Pensions  

Superannuation 

Militia  and  Defence 

Ocean  and  Piver  Service 

Public  Works 

Lighthouse  Service 

Fisheries 

Steamboat  Inspection 

Insurance  Supt 

Miscellaneous 

Indian  Grants  

Dominion  Lands 

Dominion  Forces,  Manitoba 

Mounted   Police 

North- West  Territory  Orga- 
nization Boundary  Survey, 
Sundry  charges 


1873-4. 


$  883,685 

459,037 

56,387 

395,551 

784,048 

97,814 

19,091 

39,470 

318,572 

66,062 

56,453 

64,442 

977,376 

407,700 

1,826,001 

537,057 

76,247 

10,291 


102,160 
146,068 
283,163 
209,169 
199,599 


308,221 


1877-8. 


$823,369 

564,920 

10,616 

308,482 

618,035 

96,049 

92,365 

1,053 

180,691 

57,484 

105,842 

106,588 

618,136 

402,371 

998,594 

461,967 

93,262 

14,315 

8,577 

81,167 

421,503 

87,628 

11,210 

334,748 


43,905 


1880-1. 


$915,958 
583,957 

13,525 
307,366 
611,375 
111,352 

22,408 
127,033 
250,812 

52,183 

96,388 
147,362 
667,000 
429,439 
1,138,765 
443,724 

80,560 

12,149 

9,579 

109,929 

805,097 

67,745 


289,845 


1882-3. 

ESTIMATES. 


$979,121 

613,590 

12.500 

296,027 

651,671 

109,400 

21,200 

60,000 

401,107 

62,000 

102,160 

155,000 

760,500 

548,723 

2,325,375 

497,766 

93,000 

15,000 

9,850 

183,249 

909,308 

113,660 


413,000 


Total $8,324,076  $6,542,510  $7,293,563  $9,333,412 

Here  it  will  be  seen  that  during  the  Liberal  Administration  the 
annual  controllable  expenditure  was  reduced  by  the  sum  of  $1,781,566, 
and  that  under  ten  years  of  Tory  Administration  it  has  been  again  in- 
creased by  the  sum  of  $75]  ,053.  This  is  bad  enough,  but  the  showing 
for  the  next  financial  year  is  vastly  worse  ;  they  propose  to  expend  $2,- 
800,000  more  than  Mr.  Mackenzie's  Government  spent  in  its  last  year, 
and  $1,000,000  more  than  their  own  expenditure  for  1873-4.  Add  the 
fishery  bounty  and  the  railway  subsidies — appropriations  by  special  Acts 
and  freely  under  Government  control — and  the  amount  is  increased  by 
$700,000,  or  a  total  of  $3,500,000  more  than  under  Mr.  Mackenzie's  last 
year  !  Verily,  the  "  skippers  in  the  cheese  "  are  having  a  feast  of  fat 
things. 


MINISTERIAL  JUNKETINGS. 

Tory  ingenuity  to  discover  means  of  wasting  public  money  is  no 
confined  to  ordinary  departmental  affairs.  The  item  of  ministerial 
travelling  expenses  has  been  enormously  increased,  as  the  following 
comparison  of  the  last  year  of  each  Administration  will  show  : 


1878. 

Hon.  E.Blake $  48  00 

Hon.  A.  Laflamme 297  00 

Hon.  H.  B.  Vail 218  70 

Sir  Richard  J.  Cartwright..  118  00 

Sir  Albert  Smith 135  00 

Hon.  J.  Burpee 500  00 

Hon.  Mr.  Cauchon 300  00 

Hon.  Mr.  Pelletier 80  50 

Hon.  S.  Huntingdon 303  00 


Total $2,000  00 


1881. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mousseau  $634  50 

Hon.  J.  O'Connor 31  25 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 466  50 

Sir  A.  Campbell 249  10 

SirH.  Langevin 85  85 

Hon.  A  P.  Caron 504  00 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley 464  00 

Hon.  M.  Bowell 205  00 

Hon.  A.  G.  Baby 399  58 

Hon.  J.  C.  Pope 655  00 


Total $3,694  75 

There  can  of  course  be  no  objection  to  legitimate  expenditure  of 
this  kind,  in  the  interest  of  the  public  service.  But  the  "skippers," 
during  the  parliamentary  recess,  spend  more  of  their  time  journeying 
through  the  country  in  search  of  the  "hum"  than  attending  to  the 
affairs  of  their  departments  at  Ottawa  ;  and  some  of  the  bigger  ones 
among  them  have  developed  an  excessive  fondness  for  trips  to  Eng- 
land in  the  holiday  season.  This,  too,  in  face  of  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  chief  reasons  given  for  the  appointment  of  Sir  Alex.  Gait  as  Cana- 
dian Commissioner  in  London,  at  an  annual  cost  of  about  $20,000,  was 
that  he  would  take  the  place  of  a  Minister,  and  that  these  expensive 
trips  would  no  longer  be  necessary.  The  following  comparison  of  the 
travelling  expenses  of  Liberal  Ministers  to  England,  when  there  was 
no  High  Commissioner,  with  those  of  Tory  Ministers,  when  they  went 
to  do  the  work  which  they  declared  Sir  Alex.  Gait  was  sent  there  to 
do,  will  show  the  extent  to  which  this  Tory  promise  has  been  fulfilled  : 

LIBERAL   MINISTERS. 

1874-5  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  $  1,023  84 

"        J.  M.  Courtney,  Deputy  Minister  Finance. . .  1,072  12 

"        Hon.   A.  Mackenzie    1,966  32 

1875-6  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  1,351  31 

Hon.  E.  Blake  760  00 

"        H.    Kinloch,  Private  Secretary '..  659  66 

1876-7  Sir  Richard  Cartwright 554  99 

1877-8    Do           do           do 603  91 


Total  m  five  years $  7,992  15 

TORY  MINISTERS. 

1878  Sir  Leonard  Tilley    807  97 

1879  Sir  Charles  Tupper,   including  secretary 2,433  33 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley,                 do                2,14133 

Sir  John  Macdonald    2,524  37 

1880  Hon.  J.  H.  Pope 888  88 

Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Col.  Dennis 826  53 

1881  Sir  John  and  associates  in  London,  England...  3,198  31 
"        Do         second  payment  1,361   12 

Sir  Charles  Tupper 1,946  66 

11        Do         second  payment 1,000  00 

1881-2  Sir  John  Macdonald    2,049  05 


Total  in  three  years $19,237    55 
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A  most  remarkable  circumstance  connected  with  the  expenditure 
of  1881,  is  that  the  large  sums  paid  to  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir 
Charles  T  upper  are  charged  to  capital  account  and  actually  taken  out  of 
the  moneys  borrowed  in  Englomd  for  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way.    The  amounts  paid  to  some  of  the  Tory  Ministers  are  enormous. 

SIR  LEONARD  TILLEY 
has  drawn  from  the  public  treasury,  for  trips  to  England,  the  sum  of 
$3,009,  besides  the  further  sum  of  $603,  for  himself  and  secretary,  for 
a  trip  of  a  few  days  to  Washington  in  1881. 

SIR  CHARLES  TUPPER 
during  the  last  three  years  has  drawn  from  the  public  treasury,  for 
trips  to  England,  the  enormous  sum  of  $5,380.  Besides  this  he  drew 
$1,600  for  the  expenses  of  his  trip  to  British  Columbia  in  the  fall  of 
1881,  and  charged  the  sum  of  $1,524  for  the  travelling  expenses  of  two 
officers  of  his  department  who  shared  with  him  the  pleasures  of  that 
outing.  In  addition  to  a  departmental  salary  of  $7,000  a  year,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper's  travelling  expenses  have  cost  the  country  within  a 
trifle  of  $7,000  so  far. 

SIR  JOHN  MACDONALD 
has  drawn  from   the  public  treasury   since    1st  January,    1879,    for 
travelling  expenses,  the  sum  of  $9,159,  or  over  $3,000  a  year  in  addi- 
tion   to    his    salary    as    First    Minister    of   $8,000.      Contrast  these 
expenditures  with  the  economy  practised  under  the  Mackenzie    Gov- 
ernment, and  you  will  find  that  Sir  John  Macdonald's  pleasure  trips 
alone  have  cost  the  people  of  Canada  more  than  all   the   travelling 
expenses  of  Ministers  during  the  existence  of  the  Reform  Administration. 
OUR  COSTLY  HIGH  COMMISSIONER. 
The  following  statement  shows  the  amount  of  money  paid  to  Sir 
A.  T.  Gait,  as  High  Commissioner  of  Canada  in  England,  the  amount 
paid  for  rent  and  the  outfit  of  his   residence   in  London  ;  and  the 
amount  paid  for  travelling  expenses  for  himself  and  his   associates  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  since  1st  January,  1879  : 

1879. 
Paid  Bank  of  Montreal,  expenses  of  Sir  A.  T.  Gait  and  Lt.-Col. 

Bernard $5,093  05 

11     Services  as  Commissioner  five  and  a  half  months 3,208  33 

"     Lieut. -Col.  Bernard,   services  as  Assistant  Commissioner, 

three  and  a  half  months 933  33 

1879-80 
"    Salary,  1st  March,  to  10th  June,   1880,  at  $10,000  per 

annum 3, 333  33> 

"    Passage  for  self  and  family  to  England,  including  expenses 

during  detention  at  Halifax 946  32 

"     House  furnishing  and  establishment  of  London  office 1,259  85 

•■     Bent 711  61 

••     Exchange  on  draft 22  22 

1880-81. 

«     Salary 10,000  00 

"     Other  expenses— Bent,  fuel,  travelling  expenses,  etc. . .  . .     5,294  07 
"     Services  and  expenses  connected  with  trade  negotiations 

with  France  and  Spain  in  1879-80 4.05S  32 

1881-82. 

"     Payment  on  account  of  salary 6,333  30 

11     Contingencies 3,919  04 

For  all  of  which  the  country  has  little  or  nothing  to  show,  but 
the  "  skippers  in  the  cheese  "  have  had  a  "  glorious  time"  of  it. 
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THE  PORT  MOODY  SECTION. 


ONE  OF  TUPPER'S  LATEST  BREACHES  OF  PUBLIC  TRUST 
—THE  TRIUMPHS  OF  ONDERDONKERY. 

Sir  Charles  Tupper  continues  to  be  true  to  his  record,  and  the 
country  need  expect  neither  honesty  nor  honor  in  his  management  of 
the  great  department  over  which  he  presides.  One  of  his  most  recent 
breaches  of  public  trust  iu  the  matter  of  letting  the  contract  for  the 
construction  of  the  Port  Moody  and  Emory  Bar  section  of  the  Canada 
Pacific  Railway  is  one  of  the  most  barefaced  and  outrageous  in  the 
entire  list  of  his  failures  to  do  justly  and  act  uprightly. 

TUPPER'S  UNDUE  HASTE. 

By  the  contract  with  the  Canada  Pacific  Railway  Syndicate  the  Gov- 
ernment were  under  no  present  necessity  to  put  the  Port  Moody  section 
of  the  road  under  contract.  They  were  not  required  to  complete  it  and 
hand  it  over  to  the  Syndicate  till  May,  1891,  and  four  years  would  be 
ample  time  for  its  construction.  The  fact  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  saw 
fit  to  advertise  for  tenders  and  let  the  contract  five  years  in  advance  of 
the  necessary  time,  and  upon  the  eve  of  a  general  election,  was  of 
itself  sufficient  to  excite  suspicion.  Possibly  he  dreaded  that  if  he 
waited  until  after  the  election  he  would  never  have  the  opportunity  to 
further  indulge  his  appetite  for  jobbery,  as  he  and  his  friends  would  be 
beaten  at  the  polls.  The  palpable  favoritism  and  disregard  of  public 
interest  shown  in  letting  the  contract  are  painfully  suggestive  either  of 
personal  gain  to  a  Minister  wholly  regardless  of  the  interests  of  the 
taxpayer,  or  of  heavy  contributions  to  election  funds  by  a  favored  con- 
tractor after  the  manner  of  1872 — perhaps  of  both. 

THE  FACTS  OF  THE  JOB. 

The  facts  connected  with  the  letting  of  this  contract  are  briefly  as 
follows : 

1.  Advertisements  were  issued  on  the  24th  of  October  last  calling 
for  tenders  for  the  construction  of  the  Port  Moody  and  Emory  Bar 
section.  Fourteen  tenders  were  received,  and  were  opened  on  1st  Feb- 
ruary by  Messrs.  Trudeau,  Braun  and  Schreiber,  of  the  Railway  De- 
partment. 

2.  The  tender  of  McDonald  &  Charlebois,  of  Montreal,  was  the 
lowest,  being  for  $2,277,000.  It  was  accompanied  by  a  deposit  cheque 
of  $20,000  on  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  as  a  guarantee  of  good  faith.  This 
cheque  was  dated  January  23rd,  1882,  snd  was  stamped  by  the  bank 
on  the  24th,  "  good  for  two  days  only."  The  next  lowest  tender  was 
made  by  Andrew  Onderdonk,  of  California,  being  for  $2,486,255. 

3.  On  Saturday,  February  4th,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  instructed  his 
private  secretary  to  call  at  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  in  Ottawa,  and  ask 
the  manager  if  he  would  pay  the  cheque  of  McDonald  &  Charlebois. 
The  secretary  called  on  Monday,  the  6th,  and  wa3  told  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  inquire  at  the  head  office  in  Montreal.  The  secretary 
franked  a  message  by  telegraph,  and  at  1  o'clock  p.m.  on  the  same  day, 
the  Bank  manager  handed  him  a  telegram  from  the  head  office  stating  : 
"  Please  strike  out  '  for  two  days  only,'  from  our  acceptance.  The 
cheque  will  be  good  until  paid. " 
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4.  On  the  same  day  Mr.  Schrieber  reported  to  Mr.  Braun,  secretary 
of  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals,  that  the  tender  of  Mc- 
Donald &  Charlebois,  though  lowest,  was  irregular  for  the  reason  that 
the  cheque  for  $20,000  was  marked  "  good  for  two  days  only,"  and  he 
recommended  the  acceptance  of  the  tender  of  A.  Onderkonk. 

5.  On  February  7th,  one  day  alter  his  private  secretary  had  as- 
certained that  McDonald  &  Charlebois'  cheque  was  good,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  drew  up  a  memorandum  setting  forth  that  the  tender  of 
Andrew  Onderdonk  was  the  lowest  in  conformity  with  the  conditions, 
and  the  same  day  Mr.  Onderdonk  was  informed  by  the  secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Railways  that  his  tender  was  accepted. 

6.  On  February  8th,  Sir  Charles  Tupper's  memorandum  was  en- 
dorsed by  the  report  of  a  Committee  of  Council. 

7.  On  February  10th,  McDonald  &  Charlebois  telepraphed  as  fol- 
lows : 

"  10th  February,  1881. 
"  To  Sir  Charles  Tupper  :  This  morning's  Gazette  says  that  we  were 
the  lowest  tender  for  Port  Moody  section,  and  as  we  failed  to  make  the  de- 
posit the  contract  was  awarded  to  Onderdonk.  This  is  incorrect  ;  we  are 
only  waiting  notice  from  tho  Department  to  complete  deposit.  Waiting 
answer.  McDonald  &  Charlebois.  " 

"  To  F.  Braun  :  Any  decision  on  B.  C.  tender  ;  awaiting  notice  to 
make  deposit.     Answer.  McDonald  &  Charlebois." 

To  these  telegrams  Mr.  Braun  returned  the  following  reply : 

"  Ottawa,  10th  February,  1882. 
McDonald   &  Charlebois,   Montreal  :    Contract  was  awarded  to 
Onderdonk  whose  tender  was  lowest,  as  yours  could  not  be  considered  for 
want  of  cheque  marked  good  as  required  by  specification. 

F.  Braun,  Secretary." 

8.  On  February  14th  McDonald  &  Charlebois  petitioned  the 
Governor  in  Council,  setting  forth  that  their  tender  was  regular,  that 
it  was  $209,255  lower  than  any  other,  that  the  cheque  for  $20,000  was 
still  good,  and  was  known  by  the  Department  to  be  good  before  the  contract 
was  awarded  to  Onderdonk,  and  declaring  that  they  were  ready  to  put 
up  the  deposit  and  execute  the  contract,  and  praying  that  it  might  be 
awarded  them. 

9.  On  February  20th  Sir  Charles  Tupper  reported  the  petition  of 
McDonald  &  Charlebois  to  the  Council,  recommending  that  it  be  not 
entertained,  and  on  the  following  day  this  recommendation  was  adopted 
by  Minute  of  Council. 

10.  The  draft  form  of  contract  with  Onderdonk  was  submitted  to 
th»5)eputy  Minister  of  Justice  for  examination  on  February  20th,  and 
was  reported  correct  in  form. 

THE  POINTS  OF  THE  NARRATIVE. 

From  this  narrative  of  facts  the  following  points  may  be  gathered: 

That  the  tender  of  McDonald  &  Charlebois  was  $209,255  lower 
than  any  other. 

That  the  deposit  of  $20,000  required  with  each  tender  was  de- 
posited by  them  in  the  form  of  a  certified  cheque  in  the  Bank  of  Mont- 
real. 

That  this  cheque  was  inadvertently  stamped  by  the  bank  "  good 
for  two  days  only,"  which  inadvertence  was  not  the  fault  of  McDonald 
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&  Charlebois,  and  was  corrected  by  the  Bank  before  the  Department 
required  the  money  as  a  deposit. 

That  on  the  6th  of  February,  and  before  the  contract  was  awarded, 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  sent  his  private  secretary  to  Mr.  Drummond,  the 
manager  of  the  branch  at  Ottawa,  and  ascertained  by  telegram  froip  Mr. 
Shadbolt,  the  manager  of  the  Bank  at  Montreal,  that  the  cheque  v3s 
good  and  would  be  good  till  paid. 

That  on  the  7th  of  February,  one  day  after  he  had  been  made 
aware  that  the  deposit  of  McDonald  &  Charlebois  was  good,  he  passed 
over  their  tender  and  awarded  the  contract  to  Onderdonk. 

That  McDonald  &  Charlebois,  on  the  10th  of  February,  declared 
their  readiness  to  put  up  the  five  per  cent,  deposit,  and  demanded  the 
contract. 

That  on  February  14th  McDonald  &  Charlebois  petitioned  the 
Governor-in-Council,  setting  forth  all  the  above  facts,  and  demanding 
the  contract,  which  demand  was  denied. 

That  on  February  20th,  fourteen  days  after  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
knew  that  the  deposit  of  McDonald  &  Charlebois  was  good,  the  con- 
tract with  Onderdonk  was  yet  unexecuted,  as  the  draft  of  the  contract 
was  that  day  sent  to  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice  for  approval. 

That  the  tender  of  McDonald  &  Charlebois  was  not  refused  on 
the  ground  that  their  tender  was  too  low,  or  that  they  were  not  able  to 
do  the  work. 

TUPPER  WITHOUT  EXCUSE. 

It  may  be  asked,  Why  Sir  Charles  Tupper  should  take  the  trouble 
to  send  to  the  bank  to  learn  whether  the  cheque  of  McDonald  & 
Charlebois  was  good,  if  the  stamp  "  good  for  two  days,"  inadvertently 
placed  upon  it  when  certified  by  the  bank,  rendered  the  tender  imformal, 
and  debarred  him  from  considering  it  1  The  fact  is,  that  he  took  ad- 
vantage of  a  technicality  to  set  aside  the  lowest  offer  when  he  knew  the 
deposit  was  in  his  hand  at  the  time  the  contract  was  awarded,  and  gave 
the  contract  to  a  friend  at  a  loss  to  the  people  of  $209,255. 

THR  GUILTY  ONES. 

The  responsibility  for  *  the  betrayal  of  the  public  interest  in  the 
Onderdonk  contract  was  assumed  not  only  by  the  Government,  but  by 
the  Conservative  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The  contract 
could  not  be  held  legally  binding  on  either  party  until  ratified,  either 
formally  or  by  consent,  by  the  House  of  Commons.  An  opportunity 
was  given  to  Parliament  to  save  the  sum  of  $209,255  to  the  country,  and 
give  the  contract  to  a  Canadian  instead  of  to  a  Calif ornian  firm.  On  the 
28th  March,  Mr.  Mackenzie  moved  that  the  contract  with  Andrew 
Onderdonk  be  rejected,  and  that  it  be  given, as  of  right  itshould  be  given, 
to  McDonald  &  Charlebois,  whose  tender  was  the  lowest.  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie's motion  clearly  set  forth  all  the  facts  above  related.  It  was 
rejected  by  a  strict  party  vote  of  128  for  and  55  against. 

How  can  the  electors  give  their  confidence  to  a  Government  and. 
a  party  coming  before  them  red-handed  with  such  a  crime  1 
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THE  MURBAY-OAKES  CASE. 


PARTISAN  FRIENDS  OF  SIR  CHARLES  TUPPER  GET  LEAVE  TO 
MAKE  A  HAUL  OUT  OF  THE  PUBLIC  CHEST. 

In  order  to  afford  the  Government  and  the  public  purse  protection 
against  scheming  contractors,  the  Mackenzie  Administration  provided 
that  a  deposit  of  money  should  accompany  tenders  for  public  works  as 
a  pledge  of  good  faith  ;  and  that,  besides  personal  sureties,  a  cash 
security  should  be  lodged  with  the  Government  for  the  due  fulfilment 
of  the  contract.  The  Petition  of  Right  Act  was  also  passed,  under 
which  an  aggrieved  contractor  might  bring  his  case  before  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  to  establish  his  claims.  The  provisions  of  this  last  Act 
proved  most  useful  in  1877  and  1878,  in  respect  to  some  contractors' 
claims  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

THE  CASE  OF  BOGGS  &  MURRAY, 

contractors  on  section  19,  was  in  progress  when  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment took  place.  They  had  a  contract  assigned  to  them  for  the 
construction,  for  $395,753,  of  a  section  of  the  railway,  including  the 
bridge  over  the  Restigouche  River.  The  bridge  was  subsequently 
struck  out  of  the  contract,  leaving  the  net  amount  $279,734.  The  work 
having  been  completed,  the  contractors  made  a  claim  for  $490,007, 
and  the  case  was  entered  in  the  Exchequer  Court.  Mr.  Schrieber, 
Chief  Engineer  of  the  Intercolonial,  reported  that  $293,344  had  been 
paid  on  the  contract  ;  that  extra  work  had  been  done  to  the  extent  of 
$7,682  ;  and  that  work  which  was  embraced  in  the  original  contract 
had  been  undone  and  dispensed  with  to  the  amount  of  $7,385.  The 
.account,  therefore,  stood  according  to  Mr.  Schrieber  and  Mr.  Brydges  : 

To  amount  of  original  contract $395,733 

To  amount  of  extra  work 7,682 

$403,415 

Less  bridge  contract,  as  above $116,000 

Less  paid  on  contract 293,345 

Less  work  not  done,  as  above 6,385 

$415,730 

Amount  overpaid  when  action  was  brought....      $12,315 
Mr.  Brydges'  further  claims  for  work  undone 

additional 2,440 

Total  amount  overpaid  to  contractors $14,755 

THE  CASE  IN  COURT. 

The  original  contract  was  signed  on  June  15th,  1870.  The  suit  was 
commenced  on  January  26th,  1876,  by  filing  the  petition.  Judge 
Fournier  delivered  an  interlocutory  judgment  on  the  22nd  day  of  June, 
1878,  and  ordered  as  follows  : 

"I  consider  it  my  duty,  reserving  to  myself  the  right  of  adjudging 
afterwards  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  to  order  that  this  case  be  referred  to 
the  Registrar  of  the  Court  to  obtain  such  legal  evidence  as  can  be  adduced 
by  the  parties,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  number  and  quantity  of  altera- 
tions of  the  location  and  of  the  grades  which  either  increased  or  diminished 
.     .     .     the  work  under  contract,  and  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  such 
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increase  or  diminution,  and  the  balance  which  may  be  due  to  either  party 
after  these  operations." 

This  judgment,  then,  was  wholly  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
facts  for  a  judgment  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 

THE  CASE  OUT  OF  COURT, 

The  next  appearance  is  that  of  Mr.  Oakes,  for  the  contractors,  ask- 
ing the  Government  to  withdraw  the  case  from  the  Court  and  settle  it 
in  the  old  Tory  fashion — there  having  beenjn  the  meantime  a  change 
of  Government.  On  December  19th,  1878,"  a  few  weeks  after  SirChas. 
Tupper  was  sworn  in  as  Minister  of  Public  Works,  he  directed  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Public  Works  Department  to  ask  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Justice  if  it  would  be  competent  for  that  Department  "  to  take  this 
matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Court  as  requested  by  Mr.  Oakes. " 

Mr.  Lash,  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice,  after  a  careful  recital  of  the 
facts,  cautiously  replied  as  follows  :  "  I  see  no  legal  objection  to  the 
Department  undertaking  to  settle  the  matter."  Having  obtained  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Lash  on  December  26th,  that  he  could  legally  withdraw 
the  case  from  Court,  Sir  Chas.  Tupper  proceeded  in  hot  haste  to  do  so, 
and  on  January  9th,  1879,  an  Order-in-Council  was  passed  taking  the 
case  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court,  and  giving  the  whole 
•case  into  the  hands  of  one  arbitrator,  with  an  intimation  that  "  Her 
Majesty  abandons  all  claims  to  penalties. " 

The  penalty  clause  provided  lor  a  forfeiture  by  the  contractors  of 
$2,000  a  week  for  every  week  during  which  the  contract  remained  un- 
finished after  July  1st,  1872,  or  $80,000  in  all.  There  was  a  further 
plea  made  by  the  Government  that  the  contract  should  be  diminished 
Toy  the  sum  of  $50,000  paid  on  the  same  section  to  the  first  contractor. 

A  FAITHLESS  MINISTER  AND  AN  OBLIGING  REFEREE* 

Although  prima  facie  the  contractor  had  been  overpaid  at  least 
$12,315,  and  possibly  $65,755,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  on  January  28th 
actually  advanced  to  John  Murray  $650,  "  the  same  to  be  deducted 
from  the  amount  to  be  awarded  him  by  the  Referee."  This  action 
shows  conclusively  that  Tapper,  as  Minister  of  Public  Works,  had  pre- 
judged the  case,  and  was  violating  his  oath  of  office  by  deliberately 
I  aying  the  public  money  to  partisan  contractors  when  he  knew  that 
such  contractors  were  indebted  to  the  Government.  The  Referee, 
being  thus  informed  of  the  obvious  intentions  of  the  Minister,  pro- 
ceeded in  the  most  remarkable  manner  to  his  work.  He  first  called  the 
contractors'  engineer,  but  never  summoned  Mr.  Sandford  Fleming, 
Mr.  Brydges,  Mr.  Schreiber,  the  late  Minister  of  Public  Works,  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  or  his  Deputy.  With  such  evidence  as  he  cunningly  took, 
the  Referee  was  able  in  a  few  days  to  reach  the  extraordinary  conclu- 
sion that,  instead  of  the  contractor  owing  the  Government,  the  Gov- 
ernment owed  the  contractor  $79,900  and  interest,  and  also  $877  to 
pay  his  expenses. 

A  VERDICT  ON  ONE-SIDED  TESTIMONY. 

The  actual  amount  paid  was  $10!t£>47,  when  there  was  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  contractors  were  overpaid  before  the  action  was 
commenced.  To  accomplish  this,  it  was  necessary  to  get  the  case  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Court  and  commit  it  to  such  an  arbitrator  as  Mr. 
Samuel  Keefer,  who  shunned  all  the  material  evidence  that  could  be 
produced,  and  pressed  the  case  to  a  conclusion  on  one-sided  testimony. 
But  the  real  culprit  in  the  case  is  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  It  was  through 
his  machinations  that  Boggs  and  Murray,  his  partisan  friends,  were 
•enabled  to  make  a  haul  out  of  the  public  chest. 
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THE  SECTIONS  A  &  B  SCANDAL. 


MANIPULATING  TENDERS  TO   FAVOR  PET  CONTRACTORS— THE 
MINISTER  OF  RAILWAYS  VIEWED  IN  THE  LIGHT  OF  HISTORY. 

A  very  grave  case  of  manipulating  tenders  in  connection  with  the 
money  deposit  security,  to  suit  the  Minister  and  favor  certain  pet  con- 
tractors, is  to  be  found  in  the  letting  of  Pacific  Railway  contracts  by  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  between  English  River  and  Keewatin.  This  part  of 
the  Railway  was  offered  in  three  sections  :  Section  A,  extending  from 
English  River  to  Eagle  River,  118  miles.  Section  B,  extending  from 
Eagle  River  to  Keewatin,  67  miles.  Section  C,  embracing  both  in  one 
contract,  185  miles. 

Parties  tendering  were  required  to  fill  in  two  columns  ;  the  first 
column  to  finish  the  work  in  July,  1883,  and  the  second  to  finish  it  in 
Julv,  1882. 

THE  TENDERS  RECEIVED. 

The  lowest  tender  for  the  entire  work  was  from  Morse  &  Co. ,  as 
per  No.  1  column,  for  $5,699,707,  and  as  per  column  No.  2,  for  $5,937,- 
732. 

The  second  was  from  Andrews,  Jones  and  Company  for  the  whole 
work,  as  per  column  No.  2,  for  $6,062,559  ;  and  for  Section  B,  as  per 
column  i\o.  2,  for  $3,915,942. 

These  tenders  appear  to  have  been  all  passed  over  without  any 
reason  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  and  the  following  were  accepted  in- 
stead :  Marks  &  Co.,  Section  A,  for  the  sum  of  $2,203,896,  and 
Fraser,  Grant  &  Pitblado,  Section  B,  for  the  sum  of  $4,130,707,  being 
$6,334,603,  for  the  whole  work. 

Morse  &  Co. 'slowest  tender  being  as  above  for  $5,699,707,  the 
amount  lost  by  not  accepting  their  tender,  as  per  column  No.  1,  was 
$634,896  ;  and  by  not  accepting  their  tender,  as  per  column  No.  2,  the 
amount  lost  was  $396,871. 

Assuming  that  there  was  some  objection  to  Morse  &  Co.'s  tenders, 
there  remains  Andrews,  Jones  &  Co.'s,  whose  tender  was  $6,062,559. 
The  amount  lost  by  not  accepting  their  tender  was  $272,044. 

TUPPER'S  MANIPULATION. 

Morse  &  Co.  tendered  also  for  Section  B  for  the  sum  of  $3,364,- 
336,  but  they  were  induced,  by  representations  from  the  Department  of 
Public  Works,  to  withdraw  the  offer.  Upon  its  withdrawal,  Andrews, 
Jones  &  Co.'s  tender  became  the  lowest.  On  the  26th  of  February, 
1879,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  notified  the  firm  that  their  tender  would  be 
accepted,  but  required  them  to  make  the  deposit  of  5  per  cent,  on  the 
amount  of  tender  ($3,915,942)  on  "  Saturday  next,"  that  was  on  March 
1st,  or  three  days  from  the  notification.  The  firm  on  the  same  day 
applied  for  an  extension  of  "  two  or  three  days,"  but  this  was  refused 
by  the  Minister.  It  should  be  noticed,  however,  that  one  week  was 
given  to  Marks  &  Co.,  to  deposit  the  money  security  for  Section  A, 
while  the  other  firm  only  got  three  days. 

VERY  SHARP  PRACTICE. 

On  the  appointed  day,  March  1st,  Andrews  &  Co.  had  deposited 
$48,950,  and  on  the  3rd  of  March  a  further  sum  of  $48,950.  There 
was,  therefore,  no  reasonable  doubt  that  after  such  a  large  amount  was 
deposited  the  whole  sum  would  be  made  good.  Yet  the  Minister  of 
Railways  on  the  5th  of  March  recommended  to  Council  the  acceptance- 
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of  the  tender  of  Fraser,  Grant  and  Pitblado  for  $4,130,707,  instead  of 
the  tender  of  Andrews,  Jones  &  Co.  for  $3,915,942.  The  contract  was 
accordingly  awarded  to  this  favorite  set  of  contractors,  at  an  extra  cost 
to  the  country  of  $214,765  ! 

This  sum,  large  as  it  is,  does  not  represent  all  the  loss.  Andrews, 
Jones  &  Co.'s  tender  was  to  complete  the  work  in  1882,  while  Fraser 
&  Co.'s  tender  was  to  complete  it  in  1883,  It  would  necessarily  cost 
much  more  to  complete  the  work  in  two  year3  than  in  three.  The 
ten  tenders  put  in  averaged  a  sum  of  $387,252  more  to  complete  the 
contract  in  the  shorter  term.  This  sum  has  therefore  to  be  added  to 
the  actual  difference  of  $214,765,  making  the  actual  loss  $602,017  ! 
THE  COST    OF    SIR    CHARLES   TUPPER. 

The  obstinate,  senseless  refusal  of  the  Minister  to  allow  Andrews, 
Jones  &  Co.  the  same  time  given  to  Marks  &  Co.  for  making  the 
money  security  deposit,  caused  this  enormous  loss  to  the  country  beyond 
any  doubt. 

It  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  some  of  those  contractors,  so 
favored  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  at  the  expense  of  the  country,  should 
have  been  able  to  sell  out  their  interest  for  a  sum  of  $50,000.  He 
knows  by  long  experience  how  to  help  personal  and  political  friends  at 
the  country's  expense.  And  just  here  is  a  fitting  occasion  to  give  the 
electors  a  view  of  Sir  Charles  in  the  light  of  history. 


THE  PICT0U  RAILWAY  JOB. 

In  1864  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  decided  on  building  a 
railway  from  Pictou  to  Truro,  a  distance  of  about  50  miles.  The  law 
required  that  it  should  be  built  by  tender  and  contract,  and  that  due 
security  should  be  taken  for  the  completing  of  the  work.  The  con- 
tract was  let  and  the  work  was  carried  on  for  nearly  a  year,  when  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  urged  the  chief  engineer  to  suggest  some  way  of 
hurrying  it  up.  The  chief  engineer  advised  that  the  work  should  be 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  contractors  and  given  to  himself  ;  that 
he  should  have  full  liberty  to  act  a  cording  to  his  own  judgment,  and 
to  employ  whatever  men  and  means  he  pleased.  This  was  agreed  to 
by  the  Government;  the  chief  engineer  became  the  contractor  without 
any  form  of  tender  as  required  by  law,  no  sureties  were  demanded  of 
him,  and  an  unknown  deputy  land  surveyor  from  the  back  woods  was 
appointed  as  chief  engineer  of  the  work.  Mr.  Archibald— better 
known  in  recent  years  as  Governor  Archibald — brought  up  the  trans- 
action in  the  Legislature,  and  in  addition  to  exposing  the  gross  viola- 
tion of  law  of  which  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  his  colleagues  had  been 
guilty,  he  proved  most  conclusively  that,  by  changing  the  specification 
and  degrading  the  work,  the  new  contractor  was  enabled  to  make  an 
extra  profit  of  at  least  $300,000. 

A  TESTIMONIAL. 

Commenting  on  the  conduct  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  one  of  his 
celleagues  in  this  affair,  Mr.  Archibald    .*id  : 

"Take  the  Railway  Commissioner  on  Bis  own  showing,  take  the  Pro- 
vincial Secretary  (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  as  his  Commissioner  paints  him — we 
have  these  two  gentlemen,  like  the  two  heads  of  the  Fenian  faction,  medi* 
tating  a  raid  on  the  public  treasury  ;  and  the  only  strife  between  them  is, 
who  shall  be  first  to  pocket  the  plunder." 
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Speaking  of  the  Government  further  on  in  the  same  speech,  Mr. 
Archibald  said: 

"It  would  be  the  best  tiling  the  country  could  do  to  pay  them  all  their 
salaries  and  maintain  them  in  the  asylum  at  the  public  expense.  The  Pro- 
vincial Secretary  (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  might  then  be  allowed  with  safety  to 
write  despatches  without  end  ;  pens,  ink,  and  paper  would  not  amount  to 
much.  If  he  had  been  there  for  the  last  three  years,  we  would  have  been 
some  three  millions  of  money  better  off." 

And  referring  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper's  letting  the  contract  without 
tender  or  surety,  "  in  the  very  teeth  of  a  statute  passed  to  meet  such 
a  case,"  Mr.  Archibald  said  : 

"  For  acts  less  arbitrary  than  that  an  English  monarch  lost  his  head." 
This  is  a  fine  reputation  for  the  man  who  is  at  the  present  day 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  for  the  whole  Dominion,  and  it  is 
given  by  a  man  who  knew  Sir  Charles  Tupper  like  a  book. 

ANOTHER  TESTIMONIAL. 

But  the  same  debate  furnishes  us  with  another  testimonial  to  the 
character  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  It  was  given  by  Mr.  McLelan,  now 
one  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper's  colleagues  in  the  Cabinet.  Speaking  of 
Sir  Charles  Tapper's  pretence  that,  in  privately  and  secretly  handing 
over  the  contract  for  the  railway  to  his  chief  engineer,  and  burying 
the  transaction  for  mouths  in  the  grave  of  secrecy — "  it  was  so  hidden 
to  serve  the  public  interest," — Mr.  McLelan  said  : 

"  I  know  not  what  term  to  apply  to  such  conduct  in  a  Government. 
I  know  not  wh  <t  to  call  it— I  shall  not  venture  an  opinion  ;  but  in  private 
life  U  is  called  extorting  money  under  false  pretences,  and  our  laws  make  it 
indictable  knavery. " 

THE  GREAT  HIGH  PRIEST  OF  JOBBERY. 

But  Mr.  McLelan  was  not  satisfied  with  giving  his  present  col- 
league one  testimonial.  Read  the  following,  and  think  of  the  fate  in 
store  for  the  Dominion  with  Sir  Charles  Tupper  (the  political  heir- 
at-law  of  Sir  John  Macdonald)  as  its  Prime  Minister : 

11  Where  is  the  Hon.  Provincial  Secretary  ?  Paying  away  aalf  a  million 
more  than  he  proposed  in  1863  ;  and  on  this  issue  alone  the  people  have 
determined  to  remove  him.  They  have  heard  of  men  riding  in  public  con- 
veyances with  a  loose  mantle  about  them  and  a  pair  of  false  hands  folded 
in  front  to  lull  suspicion,  while  their  real  hands  were  finding  their  way  into 
their  fellow-travellers'  pockets,  and  they  now  think  that  when  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  put  on  the  mantle  of  Herbert  Huntington  and 
the  old  Reformers,  the  hands  he  put  to  the  plough  were  not  real — that  the 
real  hands  were  hidden  that  they  might  the  better  get  deep  to  the  arm  pits  in 
the  public  chest;  and  they  wait,  they  long  for  the  opportunity  to  sweep  him 
from  his  position.  Therefore,  sir,  there  was  no  necessity  to  bring  this  case 
hore  to  excite  public  opinion.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  having  brought  it  here 
for  investigation  in  the  discharge  of  a  public  duty,  what  if  the  people  should, 
on  examination  of  it,  decide  that  the  public  interests  have  been  bartered  away 
and  betrayed — that  the  man  whom  they  once  believed  in  as  the  Apostle  of  Re- 
trenchment has  become  the  great  High  Priest  of  jobbery  and  corruption  if 
Who  then  shall  restrain  limits  to  iheir  just  indignation,  as  they  take  him, 
loaded  down  though  he  maybe  by  ^  share  of  the  offerings  that  fall  to  tha 
priest,  and  impale  him  upon  the  hot  us  of  the  altar  at  which  he  ministers.'' 

This  was  the  same  Charles  Tupper  that  the  Dominion  knows  in  con- 
nection with  some  greater  and  some  worse  transitions.  The  picture 
is  "  so  like  Sir  Roger.  ^ 


